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KREISKY COMMENTS ON MEETING WITH ISRAEL'S PERES 





AU261055 [fditorizl Report] Several Vienna German-language newspapers on 26 January carry 
reports on the Vienna meeting between Chancellor Bruno Kreisky and Israeli Labor Party 
Chairman Shim'on Peres on 24 January. Under the headline "Middle East Junction: Kreisky" 
KURIER on page 2 reports that on Saturday Shim'on Peres “quite unexpectedly” called on 
Chancellor Kreisky at his Vienna villa for a talk, and left Vienna the same evening. The 
newspaper notes that the Peres visit is right between two Middle East trips by Kreisky: 

He visited Jordan last fall, and is going to visit Egypt in February. 


ARBEITER-ZEITUNG on page 1 highlights a Kreisky statement after the meeting that “after 
his talks with Israeli Labor Party leader Peres he believed that the Labor Party correctly 
assessed the essential problems." 


DIE PRESSE carries on page 1 a Georg Possanner report on an “exclusive interview" with 
Kreisky. According to the paper, Kreisky declared in the interview that his talks with 
Peres “focused on the Middle East conflict, the Iraqi-Iranian war, the policy to be expected 
of Ronald Reagan and personal views about how things should go at this stage." The paper 
notes Kreisky's emphatic denial of rumors that a Palestiniaa representative was present 

at the talk and quotes him as adding: "No non-Israeli was p‘esent." 


According to DIE PRESSE, Kreisky declared that it was Peres who had taken the initiative 

for their meeting. Asked whether he is disappointed about the israeli Labor Party program 
adopted at its latest party congress, considering that the program rejects negotiations with 
the PLO, calls for an “active defense" against the PLO and sticks to the concept of an 
undivided Jerusalem as the Israeli capital, Kreisky replied: "The platform is not good 

and, personally, I do not like it at all. It is not productive.” Kreisky added that he 
briefly discussed this with Peres and his adviser. On this occasion, he was told that "there 
are some ‘misunderstandings' and, moreover, the ‘platform is not yet final’ because it 

will first be necessary to achieve an ‘accord with the MAPAM' faction." 


1.5 BILLION SCHILLING GUARANTEED LOAN FOR POLAND 





AU261425 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 24-25 Jan 81 p 9 


[Summary] Austria has granted Poland a new government-guaranteed loan with a credit ceiling 
of 1.5 billion schillings to finance Austrian exports to Poland. Credits granted to Polish 
buyers within the framework of the new credit ceiling will have a maximum running period of 
4 years and will be fully guaranteed by the Austrian Control Bank. 


TRADE MINISTER DISCUSSES SOVIET GAS DELIVERIES 





AU211618 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 21 Jan 81 p 10 


[Uwe Englebrecht report: "Soviets Promise Gas Deliveries: Large Order for Shipyards”) 


[Summary] After his return from Moscow, Trade Minister Staribacher declared that Soviet 
natural gas deliveries to Austria this vear are fully ensured, and that the USSR has placed 
an order with the Austrian shipyards corporation for 10 18,000-ton motor ships, worth 

570 million schillings. 
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Staribacher said that the Soviet side again assured him that the USSR will strictly comply 
with its 1981 gas delivery commitment of 2.6 billion cubic meters--at present there are 
delivery arrears of between 5 and 10 percent. He also was optimistic about additional 
Soviet gas deliveries this summer over and above the contractual quota, as well as about 
higher Soviet stopgap gas deliveries until 1985, when larger quantities of Soviet natural 
gas will be supplied to central Europe via the planned west Siberian pipeline. 


The Moscow talks also dealt ex*ensively with tix long term project of a power link between 
the CEMA power grid terminal at Albertirsa, Hungary, and the Austrian power grid. The °* 
implementation of this technically rather complicated project would permit a power exchange 
in view of the aifferent peak load times in the various countrics, and might save Austria 
the construction of two powerplants. Soviet Premier Tikhonov on 16 January expressed a 
positive view of the project in general, and promised a speedy examination of its technical 
aspects by the USSR ministries concerned and the USSR Academy of Sciences. Austrian Federal 
Power Company Director General Fremuth is staying on for several days is “oscow to discuss 
further details of this project. 


The new Soviet order for 10 motor ships placed with the Korneuburg and Linz shipyards will 
enable these shipyards to continue production at full capacity. Since 1945, they have 
supplied a total of 111 vessels to the USSR, and more Soviet orders are pending, including 
among others, three passenger ships, a 35v-ton floating crane and a dredger. 


Power Link Project 
AU231039 Vienna DIE PRESSE in German 23 Jan 81 p 16 
[Uwe Engelbrecht report: “Agreement With Moscow on Power Link as Early as Mid-19817") 


[Summary] Moscow--Walter Fremuth, head of an Austrian power industry delegation which ne- 
gotiated several days in Moscow on the project of a power link between the power grids of 
CEMA and Austria, declared after the conclusion of the talks that details of the project 
will scon be discussed by a new working group to be set up within the framework of the 
joint Austrian-Soviet economic commission. According to Fremuth, the technical problems 
are essentially regarded as solved. The new working group that will be headed by Fremuth 
himself for the Austrian side will not only deal with power exchange but also with imports 
and exports of powerplants and other power installations. 


The envisaged power link, now being discussed on the basis of a proposal submitted by 
Fremuth in 1979, is to boost both sides’ energy reserves through power exchanges, taking 
advantage not only of the 2-hour peak-load difference between Austria and the western part 
of the USSR, but also providing for the exchange of Austrian “summer"™ power produced by 
hydropowerplants for CEMA and “winter™ power produced by thermal powerplants. 


According to Fremuth, the USSR Council of Ministers has endorsed the project. While ori- 
ginally a larger exchange capacity was envisaged, it is now planned to limit the capacity 
initially to 500-1,000 megawatts, since this involves only relatively low basic investment 
costs. This capacity may be expanded later. Fremuth believes that an agreement on the 
power link project can be concluded by the middle of this year. 





KREISKY SCHEDULED TO VISIT EGYPT 14-17 FEB 





AU221305 Vienna Domestic Service in German 100 GMT 22 Jan 81 


[Text] Chancellor Kreisky will pay an official visit to Egypt 14-17 February it was 
learned today from a chancellory source. Kreisky's last visit to Cairo was in May 1977. 
This time he is expected to discuss with President as-Sadat both the Middle East problem 
and bilateral economic questions. 
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BELGIUM 


LE SOIR: REAGAN UNLIKELY TO START ‘NEW ERA‘ 





LD261333 Brussels LE SOIR in French 22 Jan 31 p 3 
{Unattributed article: "The Reagan Era"™] 


[Text] There has been a Kennedy era, a Nixon era and even a Carter era.... Every time a 
Democratic president succeeds a Republican president, or the other way round, necessary 
noises are made in the victor's camp, which are repeated by the media ad infinitum, sug- 
gesting that America and the world are facing some tremendous changes. Both, however, go 
on turning, rather badly. 


There is no reason to imagine that things will work out differently for Ronald Reagan. It 
can be expected that Washington's European allies will soon be taking him to task for 
interfering rather too much in their affairs. A mere swing of the vendvlum--when Carter 
was president, they accused him of having no sense of leadership. Be that as it may, in 
view of their relative lack of resources and, especially, their almost ostentatious lack 
of ambition, with the possible exception of Germany, they will have grudgingly to play 
second fiddle. 


The Soviets are aware of this just as well as the Americans. As far as the former are 
concerned, their main concern is to know under what conditions the inevitable dialoguc 
with the cther superpower will begin. It appears that Ronald Reagan's firmness and 
Alexander Haig's and Richard Allen's lucidity can be relied on, at least provided that 
they are willing not to neutralize one another, which is by no means certain And the 
rapid anti-Sovietism shown by the new President during his election campaign is no more 
virulent than that of that other candidate hailing from California, whose name was Richard 
Nixon. 


There is no reason to criticize Ronald Reagan for this, especially since he has shown 
that he know how to choose his aides, is open to advice, is prepared to confine himself 
to the main problems, and furthermore, has apparently learned in recent months to talk 
only about thirgs of which he has some knowledge. 


Having said this, it is difficult to urderstand how he can build a strong America--as he 
asserted he would--while reducing taxes 30 percent over a 3-year period, as he was also 
asserted that he would. A program which his vice president, Ceorge Bush, likened, at the 
same time when they were competing against each other in "primaries," to an introduction 
of voodoo rites into politics. 


What could cause particular concern is the way in which he appeared to take no notice dur- 
ing his campaign of the two warnings which President Carter continually addressed to him 
with undoubted courage, urging him to give up neither the idea of imposing a minimum of 
respect for human rights wherever this is humanly possible nor the idea of stopping at 

any cost the nuclear arms race which could eventually make the world, which is now revolv- 
ing unsatisfactorily, stop revolving altogether. 


"This is a small world.” The superpowers are well aware of this by definition, but in 1981 
this saying conjures up much more than mere confrontation of a balance of forces. Carter 
was right when he reminded the man who defeated him--and, beyond him, the USSR--of this 
fact in his farewell message. 
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THE NETHERLANDS 





DE VOLKSKRANT COMMENTS ON REAGAN INAUGURATION 





LD231251 Amsterdam DE VOLKSKRANT in Dutch 2! Jan 81 p 3 
{Editorial: “Inauguration"™] 


[Text] For the first time in U.S. history Ronald Reagan took the presidential oath on ° 
the West side of the Capitol yesterday--with his face turned toward that part of the 
country which forms his electoral base and which is the source of inspiration for his 
political philosophy. This symbol is al! the more important since there are few tangible 
indications about the policies which President Reagan is going to follow. Even his inau- 
gurai speech provided no information about that. 


It was a symbol, therefore, but also something more than that. Just as Jimmy Carter's 
Georgians “took over" Washington when the administration changed in January 1977, so the 
U.S. capital has experienced the entry of Reagan's Californiansinthe past weeks. It is 
true that in filling the most senior government posts the new President has adopted a 

more all-round approach than had originally been feared. However, in the lower echelons 
of the presidential apparatus--especially as regards the several hundred adviser's posts 
in the White House--it is the West Coast Republican elite which will make up the team. 
They have come to Washington without any trace of the feeling of inferiority which charac- 
ter‘.ed the Georgians, and with the overwhelming conviction that they are going to lead 
the "Inited States into a new conservative era. 


Therefore all the signs are that in the coming period Washington is going to swing strongly 
to the right--a swing which will probably be seen most clearly in the foreign policy 
sphere. However, there are some factors which could make that swing better than expected. 


First, there is the question of whether the 40th U.S. President really is led by an indis- 
putable conservative change of atmosphere in the country. The election analyses show that 
Reagan owes the presidency nainly to wholehearted dissatisfaction with his predecessor's 
faulty economic policy. The new administration's main concern is to boost and strengthen 
the ailing U.S. economy, and in this sphere rapid results must be recorded which do not 
only please the directors of the big companies. That requires a flexible approach. 


In addition, Reagan did not show himself to be a rigid administrator when he was governor 
of California. The “pioneering” mentality which is closely connected with the 19th wester- 
ward trail and which Reagan so often takes as his own is in fact characterized by a strong 
morality-with-your-hand-on-your-revolver, but it is also furnished with a sizeable dose 

of pragmatism--otherwise the American dream would have remained largely a drean. 


Finally, there is the international situation, which has its own dynamics. President Reagan 
is facing a world which simply no longer lends itself to simple power models and which will 
not bend to the American will even with great military show. 


One of the former actor Reagan's favorite films is “Patton,” the story of the famous U.S. 
general in World War II. The film has "a message which must be spread again today,” Reagan 
said in an interview; the message is that “there are things in life for which men must be 
prepared to die." For those who see that as a prelude to armed action it is good to know that 
the new President's hero did not die on the battlefield but in an ordinary automobile accident 
long after the war. 


CORRECTION TO COMMENTS ON SUBMARINE SALE TO TAIWAN 





The following is a correction to the item entitled: “PRC Press Attache Deplores Submarine 
Sale to Taiwan," published in the 26 January Western Purope DAILY REPORT on pages F 2-3: 


On Page F 3, the last sentence in the penultimate paragraph should read: “should the 
Americans themselves supply weapons to Taiwan in the future, e will take precisely the 
attitude we are now taking with the Netherlands, according tc Shen Zhihuan.” 
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24 SPD BUNDESTAG DEPUTIES CALL FOR DEFENSE CUT 





DW271600 Bonn DIE WELT in German 27 Jan 81 p 2 
[‘Document’ entitled: "More Arms Only Make the World P>orer"] 


[Text] Bonn, EPD--Twenty-four SPD Bundestag deputies have filed a motion with their 
Bundestag faction to cut the defense budget by DM] billion ir favor of development 
aid. 


The faction should decide: 


1. The expeditures in the amount of DM16,924,000,060 proposed in the draft of the 
federal budget plan for 198l--subtitle 14--sphere of responsibility of the federal 
minister of defense, for “military procurements” will be cut by DM] billion. 


2. The expenditures in the amount of DM4,852,000,000 proposed in the draft of the 
federal budget plan--subtitle 23--sphere of responsibility of the fe ral minister for 
economic cooperation, for “investments" wil be increased by DM] billion. This is 
intended to increase appropriately the funds for investments made to date (for exaople, 
the world food program, food assistance, International Development Association and so 
forth) and to set up and finance a German solidarity program for counteracting 

hunger, epidemics and illiteracy in the 10 pworest countries of tue Third World. 


Justification: The applicants refer to the report of the North-South Commission and to 
the introduction written thereto by Willy Brandt, as well as to Willy Brandt's speech 
before the World War Veteran's Association in Munich. More arms do not make the world 
any safer but only even poorer. Hence, it must be possible under Social Democratic 
leadership to begin in the Federal Republic with a rechanneling of a part of the 
unproductive expenditures for constantly new arms and equipment, an expenditure which 
is dispensable under aspects of security policy, into productive expenditures for 
development aid. 


The world's annual arms expenditures are approaching the sum of $450 billion. That is 
more than DM2 billion a day. Compared with this, the expenditures for development 
aid amount to merely $20 billion, which is less than 4.5 percent. 


Some 600 million peorle of the Third and Fourth Worlds are on the verge of famine. 
UNICEF estimates say that in 1978 alone more than 12 million children under 5 years 

of age died of hunger. Estimates of the Bucharest world food conference say that some 
60 million children will die of hunger in this decade if no immediate help is given. 


Wherever famine exists, peace cannot continue to exist, despite increased armament. 
Those who want to ban war must ban the poverty of the masses. 


Hunger, exploitation, poverty, want and diseases are in the long run the greatest gates 
for world communism. Those who want to have an effect on this threat to freedom cannot 
rely only on military security and the irresponsibie arms race. 


With the military expenditures of 1 single day, the World Health Organization could 
eliminate malaria, onohocerciasis, bilharziasis and sleeping sickness--ilinesses 

and diseases costing the lives of millions of people. The money for one Leopard II, 
tank would suffice to build 1,000 classrooms for 30,000 students. With half a 
percentage of the s.'s «*t expenditures of the world, famine could be eliminated in the 
10 poorest countries of the world through the development of local agricultural production. 
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Our motion is meant to be a beginning. The motion to curtail the defense budget to the 
benefit of the budget for economic cooperation is supported by Deputy Ru4i Schoefberger 
and 23 other deputies. 


ISRAEL'S PERES VIEWS ARMS SALE TO SAUDI ARABIA 





LD271222 Hamburg DPA in German 1110 GMT 27 Jan 61 


[Text] Bonn, 27 Jan (DPA)--lsrael’s opposition leader Shim’on Peres told journalists . 
in Bonn today that if German tanks ire supplied to Saudi Arabia, Israel probably will 
respond by requesting arms from the Federal Republic. Peres, who met with Chancellor 
Helmut Schmidt and SPD Chairman Brandt yesterday, said he is fundamentally opposed to 
Saudi Arabia receiving German tanks. “Saudi Arabia is nct only rich in oil, but also 
rich in weapons,” he said. If Bonn meets Riyadh's request for weapons, however, his 
country {n the interests of its security, also will make demands. “This alsc includes 
the request for German weapons,” Peres said. 


The Israeli politician said he learned from his Bonn talks that Schmidt and Brandt are 
“deeply aware” of the significance of a possible change in German arms export policy. 


At the same press conference, SPD Chairman Brandt explained his party's reservations about 
a general departure from this policy. “There are considerable doubts about departing from 
the basic lines of the attitude held so far,” he stressed. 


NEW JUSTICE, EDUCATION MINISTERS APPOINTED 





DW261606 Hamburg DPA in German 1417 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 26 Jan (DPA) Juergen Schmude, 44-year-old federal minister of education 
and science, is the new federal minister of justice. He succeeds Hans-Jochen Voge) who 
was elected governing mayor of Berlin. At Federal Chancellor Helmut Schmidt's request 
Anke Fuchs, the present parliamentary secretary of state in the Labor Ministry, is to 

take over education from Schmude. However, it was reported today in Bonn that in talks 
with Chancellor Schmidt, Mrs Fuchs hesitated about transferring to the ministerial post. 
Government Spokesman Kurt Becker told the press in Bonn that today there were “concluding, 
decisive talks” about Vogel's successor. Apparently alluding to Anke Fuchs’ hesitation, 
Becker said that in any case severe|l talks were needed and it might possibly take up to 

2 dayu before the new staffing of the two ministries is announced. 
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GISCARD EXPLAINS FOREIGN POLICY OBJECTIVES 





LD272255 Paris Domestic Service in French 1900 GT 27 Jan 81 


["1 Pour With the President” program, consisting of interview granted by President Giscard 
é"Estaing to journalists Jean-Pierre Elkabbach, Georges Bortoli and Alain Dwhamei, in 
the Elysee--live ] 


{[Excerots] [Elkabbach] Here is the seventh broadcast in the series "1 Hour With the 
President of the Republic.” It is taking place this evening direct from the Elysee 
and this time it is the turn of journalists from Channel Two to put questions to vou. 
Georges Bortoli, Alain Duhe»°l and I will question you on France's foreign policy at 
this particular important ture. 


[Question] Mr President, those who criticize France's foreign policy talk of its flux or 
of its irresolution. Wher you hear things like that, how do you react? 


[Answer] You know that the aim of this broadcast as far as I am concerned is not to rep)y 
to criticisms. It is to explain what France's foreign policy is so that French men and 
women can know it, and knowing it are able to judge it. But it is not to rep'y a pricri 
te criticisms such as the one to which you have just referred. For me, this is 4 broad- 
cast which should be explanatory and informative. All the same, just a quick word on 
what France's foreign policy is, to reply to what you are saying. I recall thet very 
often in parliamentary debates or opinions, it is said: But what are the principles of 
France's foreign policy? And here it would seem that what is meant is that there should 
be a dogma, a sort of fixed doctrine, which would take no account of the fact that the 
world about us is a living world, a moving wor)d, a changing world. I would say that 
that is more or less the concept which was iormerly held, when it was believed that the 
sun went round the earth. One must see today's world. Today's world consists of 154 
nations, 154 members of the United Nations, and the leaders of these nations, their 
importance, their political orientation change frequently. So one should not speak of 
principles as immutable. One must set oneself objectives. And that is what I should 
like to tell you first of all, briefly of course, what for me are the objecti es o 
France's foreign policy, and afterward concerning... [words obscured by interjection 
from interviewer }. 


What are these objectives? [words obscured by interjection]... president of the republic. 
First to defend the interests of France. Not very simple, but for me that is the prior- 
ity--as it is incidentally for other men in office in the world--to defend the interests 
of France. 


The second objective is to maintain peace and if you have questions on that later, on 
the importance of peace for France, I will reply to you that for me it has been over the 
entire period a fundamental objective: to maintain peace; but peace with security and 

th dignity, which means several things. First, peace but with a strong defense for 
France and an independent defense for France. It also means France's participation in 
the alliance of which it has been part for 32 years now; and finally it means 4 search 
for a dialogue with those powers concerned with maintaining peace, and in particular a 
dialogue at summit level with thoss prwers, and therefore, in particular, the Soviet 
Union. 


The third objective is that France should bring a certain contribution to the organiza- 
tion of the world to come, a world which is ‘hanging under our eyes. We can see that 
clearly, as regards the distribution of its ‘esources, its population, and therefore 
France must contribute to the organization of this world, which means first of all to deal 
with the problems regarding the dangers to this world and in particular the prolifera- 
tion of nuclear arms, a danger which will be quite considerable and will be greatly felt 
by the population in the years to come, the problems regarding the organization of the 
world, the organization of Europe, and then the problems regarding the inequalities and 
injustices of the world, unequal resources, unequal incomes, that is the Third World and 
the North-South dialogue. 
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Before leaving these objectives--and I shall return to them because I believe them to be 
essential--I would like also to tell you that France's foreign policy has been in the lead. 
I reject the possibility of its going backward, and in particular on two planes: the 
first plane is going back in time. When I took office, almost 7 years ago, you remember 
the question was raised [words indistinct] it was said, in fact: The president of the 
republic wants to take France back in time. To my stupefaction, today I see the reverse, 
that is to say, there a number of people who say: One must go back in time. That is to 
the past and I reject the possibility of France going back in time. There is a second 
past which I reject, that of a return to colonialism. We granted independence to a large 
number of states in the world in 1960 and since then, and even before that in some cases. 
This was done once and for all. We shail not go back, directly or indirectly. There- 
fore, we shall not go back, either in regard to France's participation in the integrated 
NATO organization or in regard to returning to colonialisn. 


[Question] We shall come back to this subject, Mr President, but the implementation of 
these principles is undoubtedly (’gladly received).... [Giscard interrupts] 


[Answer] And of these objectives... [Questioner interrupts] 


[Question] ...and of these objectives is misunderstood by public opinion and one has the 
impression sometimes that, perhaps, they were mishandled in 1980 in a fairly difficult 
international situation. You said on 31 December 1£79: There is a danger of war which 
threatens. Would you say the same thing tonight? 


[Answer] First, you see, why do some say there is uncertainty? The word hazy [flou] 

is used; it is merely that they do not understand that France's role is to maintain a 
Gialogue with all the big powers of the world. Therefore, we maintain a dialogue with 
the United States, with the old administration, now also with the new administration. 

We have a dialogue with the Soviet Union and I have just said why. The same with other 
world powers. Those who say hazy caid: Why this and why should France not talk to one 
power alone? But if it were to talk to one power alone, it would address an aligned 
country. What you call hazy is in reality the fact that France maintains the inde- 
pendence of its dialogue with the big powers of the world. It will maintain the inde- 
pendence of this dialogue. You have said... [words indistinct] coming from the first 
country in the world to have a program for independence regarding energy; the first, the 
only country, the only one, to have intervened in Africa to oppose the destabilization 
of Africa, and to have intervened while running considerable risks, including risks 
regarding the president of the republic, the only country at the time of Kolwezi; it 

is the country of the West which makes the largest efforts regarding its defense and 
which has at the present time che strongest defense it has ever had; I put it to you thus. 


[Question] The elements of tension in 1980 are to be found in 1981. How then do you 
judge the situation this year? Does it preoccupy you? Is it not marked by cold war, 
detente? Does it have a particular character? 


[Answer] The year 1980 was a year of deterioration of the international situation and 
confidence. This is a fact. This deterioration continues, if I may say so, owing to 
events that have blocked international life, like the Americen elections which practically 
from the month of July until now have blocked one of the aspects of international life; 
also the question of the hostages in Iran and the long negotiation that preceded their 
release blocked a part of international diplomatic activity. There was therefore a 
deterioration which somehow has immobilized us since the summer. 


What then is France's objeccive with regard to East-West relations? The point at issue 
is not to issue a judgment. What is the objective? To me, the objective must be the 
stabilization of East-West relations. They have deteriorated to a certain extent, but 
there are new circumstances: the arrival of a new U.S. president, the end of the hostage 


problem. 
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One then looks to the future and the objective must be the stabilization of these relations. 
And France wants the stabilization of East-West relations. This in fact requires three 
conditions--and tell me if you want to go into details. This supposes first a balance 

with regard to security- chere cannot be stable East-West relations if there is a feeling 
that security is not assured because it would be then natural to worry and to reconstitut« 
one’s security. On the other hand, there must be self-restraint because there are situations 
marked by crisis and because there is a Third World bound to experience a considerable 
number of problems. Now there are wry precise preoccupations, | would take the case of 
Poland. If one wants a stabilization of East-West relations, self-restraint must be 

showed toward these situations. Finally, there must be the exercising of responsibility in 
face of the problems posed, problems of nuclear proliferation, a dormant crisis here or 
there in the world, that is to say, the great problems of relations within the Third 

World and the distribution of energy resources and raw materials. Three prerequisites 

then: balance in security, self-restraint and a sense of responsibility. 


[Question] But detente? Do we still have it, actually’ Some people say that detente 
for us Westerners has rather shortchanged us and even cheated us. 


[Answer] Well, detente--and in the beginning it was largely France which was behind 

it, France under General de Gualle--what was it, originall.’ It was the alternative 

to the cold war. The cold war was a period during which large amounts of arms vere 
tockpiled and relations were of ihe kind that exist among countries making undeclared war. 
Detente was the alternative to the cold war. We still, fortunately, have the alternative 
to the cold war. But during detente, during the period of detente, two phenomena arose. 
On the one hand, there was what is called peaceful coexistence--that was the terminology 
used by the Soviet leaders--in other words, living together without making war, but at the 
same time, there was a shift in the por‘tions of influence in the world which took place, 
which on the whole took place in this or that area of the world, to the advantage of the 
Soviet Union. And this is why some people say that detente was a cheat because there was 
peaceful coexistence, but there was also this shift in the balance of power in the world. 


This is why I say now that the word we should bear in mind is stabilization of East- 
West celations. Stabilization means first of all stabilized mutual relations and then it 
means that there should not be any shift, any change in the balance of influence in the 
world today. 


[Question] Before going on, a clarification please: When you say restraint and sense 
of responsibility, could that be interpreted as excessive prudence and self-effacement’? 


[Auswer] But it’s the same for both sides. If you want to develop this theme, I will 
tell you what it means. 


[Question] About Poland, which is a subject in which French people are very interested 
at the moment. How do these principles apply’ | mean what role is France trying to play 
faced with the Polish situation? 


[Answer] So we will now talk about Poland. First of all, France is Poland's friend. 

It has been the friend of Poland and the Polish peeple for a long time. We have kept 

up this friendship in recent times. I have been to Poland frequently and have had contact 
with the leaders very regularly. Se France's first attitude is one of sympathy with 
Poland. 


Poland has had great internal difficulties since it has been having economic difficulties 
since 1 July last year. You remember: the announcement of a rise in meat prices, 
discontent among the people, then a strike in the Gdansk shipvards starting in August, 

and then the whole process of internal change in Poland. What is our attitude toward this 
process’ It is to say thet Poland must be allowed to live. Poland must be allowed to 
solve its problems by itself. 
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[Question] Excuse me. Can it? After all, it does have Sovier troops around it and 
inside its territory. 


[Answer] Vell, first «ne mist know what has to be done and then take facts into account. 
And what mast be done is to allow Poland to live, to alloys Poland to resolve its problems 
itself. So we have the principle of noninterference. And any external interference in 
the affairs of Poland will bring about very serious consequences. And at the present time, 
everyone knows this perfectly wel: and is aware of it. 


[Question| You told Mr Brezhnev so’ 
jAnswer] I told Mr Brezhnev so. He knows. 


[Question] Has it anything to do with the message you sent to Mr Brezhnev, which (has 
been made public)? 


[Answer] No, it has not been made public. We regularly exchange messages to analyze the 
international situation. It was not the only subject treated in this message. It spoke 
about the situation in Afghanistan, as well, and about other problems. I will say 
something about them in a minute. But it was one of the subjects of which I reminded hia 
because our position on this has been made public several times. 


[Question] Do you expect a reply?’ 


[Answer] Yes. We exchange message regularly. 1I'!1 come back to your question, Mr 
Bortoli. No, it is natural that in solving its problems, loland should take into account 
its geographic ead strategic situation. This geogravhic ard strategic situation is a 
fact of the present situation which no one can disregard. Therefore, there should be 
sympathy and noninterference in the domestic affairs of Poland, given, of course, its 
geographic and strategic situation, which at the present time can neither be ignored nor 
modified. The third point is that Poland and the Poles must make a big effort to solve 
their problems themselves, as one can see that the.* problem is not an easy one. It is 
even a very difficult one. 


Poland, on the other hand, must be able to rely on aid. his aid would not be a substitute 
for Poland's efforts. It would be to make such an effor possible. Poland must be able 
to count on foreirn aid to support its own efforts, whic must be a national effort for 
recovery. Then, if von vant, I will sum it up in three words with regard to Poland: 
sympathy, noninterference, aid. 


[Question] When one sees the aspirations now being manifested in Poland, visible in 

Lech Walesa, through the Solidarity trade union, in other words, a Polish aspiration to 
secure a more liberal system, even in the geographic framework which you mentioned earlier, 
does it seem to you that this is something that the Soviets can put up with for long? 


[Answer] It is not up to me to put myself in the place of the Soviets. It is up to 
them to answer. 


My visit to Warsaw is sometimes mentioned. I think that the very frank conversation I 
had with Mr Brezhnev in Warsaw, in which I told him that the declarations made by this one 
or that one notwithstanding, it is quite clear that detente, which I now call the 
stabilization of East-West relations, will not be able to stand up to a freshshock and 
that no illusions should be nurtured on this issue. 


In the cose of Poland, the self-restraint for which we call is not ours. On the 
contrary. it is self-restraint on the part of the Soviet Union. 
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Cne should see that with regard to a certain number of subjects. In fact, we expect the 
Soviet Union to show self-restraint, for instance, in the acts of destabilization in 
Africa, which are mistakes committed against the African continent, the poorest in 

the world, which is faced primarily with development tasks, and which should not become 
the focal point of rivalry between the superpowers. Well, here too, we call for self- 
restraint on the part of the Soviet w.uion. I spoke about this in my message. here 
should also be self-restaint in our own attitudes. For example, under the present 
circumstances, it would not be nice to use relations with China, relations that ure normal 
and which should develop naturally, as an instrument directed at or conceived as an 
instrument -f pressure against the Soviet Union. Therefore, there should be self- 
restraint on both sides. 


In other words, a new factor in the international situation. Now is the time to make 
proposals, to make contact, to undertake action. It was totally useless a few months 
ago. 


What is our attitude toward the new American administration? Well, first of all we have 
favorable expectations, favorable expectations because of two things: First of all, the 
new President of the United States is taking time to reflect, to think out his actions. 

He is not rushing into things faced with problems which, as you realize, are problems that 
are both very complicated and very serious. And the second thing is that in his state- 
ments he has indicated that he wants a strong America which will fully exercise its 
international responsibilities. This is what France always has wanted. America exercises 
its international responsibilities and we, of course, exercise ours, and in such a way 
that ours join with those of the United States. In the world balance, I always have said 
that it is bad if there is one superpower in a position of weakness and all the more so 
if this superpower is our ally. 


[Question] Isn't there a bit of a dilemma here? Either America is weak and Western 
policy is then a bit chaotic and disunited or else it is strong and then we Europeans 
are relegated to rather walk-on parts? 


[Answer] That is our problem. When I say it is a good thing if America is strong, I 
mean it is a good thing for America that America is strong. But of course, that doesn't 
mean that it will dictate our own policy to us with a correspondingly louder voice. And 
it is with this in mind that I have been on a crusade since last: spring for Europeans to 
put an end to what I have criticized as a historical anomaly, ir other words, the gradual 
disappearance of Europe in world affairs. I don't know if you followed my trip to West 
Germany. I started to present this theme in West Germany and it aroused a lot of 
interest because the leaders agreed with this position. I had the chance to talk about 
it often with the chancellor. But the German people, of their own accord, once they had 
been told of this theme, agreed with this position, and when I spoke of it, I was 
applauded by the German crowds. I took up the same theme in my talks with Mrs Thatcher 
when she came to France this autumn and I took up the theme again last week on Thursday 
and Friday when I went to Italy and talked with the leaders of the Italian Republic. In 
both cases, I met with approval on this theme: in other words, the idea that we must 
end this gradual disappearance of Europe from world affairs. 


[Question] From this point of view, does something need to be changed in the functioning 
of the Atlantic alliance, to improve it? We were saying before that under the previous 
American administration there was often a feeling of reaction [words indistinct] 
dispersed. Are there things that can be done now, because, after all, the alliance is 
quite old, so one can well believe that it needs to be modified? 
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[Answer] Yes, I said a moment ago that the alliance was 32 years old. It goes back to 
1949. I don't think so. I don't believe so. I'm not saying that nothing needs to be 
improved in the alliance. In any case, you remember that this latest amendment is not 
very old, since it dates from 1975 [words indistinct]. No, in my opinion, this is not 
where improvements have to be carried out. I think first of all that we must ask ourselves 
about the nature of this discussion, of the joint consultations between the United States 
and the European countries and how this is to be done. Then I think we must look and see 
how the European countries themselves must define their political stands on the important 
problems of the world. Those are the subjects that seem to me to be the most important. 
[word indistinct] 4iscussion, the method of discussion betweer the United £ ites and Furope, 
and the joint action of Europeans. 


[Question] [words indistinct] on the consultation proposals? 


[Answer] Yes, I think it will have to be done. Of course, France is going to have a period 
during which it will noc be able to put forward proposals, since its political activity 
will be suspended by reason of its normal democratic process, its presidential elections. 


[Question] Mr President, allow me to interrupt, because we have touched upon this rather 
technical part which you did not want to broach, if you will allow me this remark. I would 
like to go back t» the relations between us, Frarce, and the USSR. When America was not 
very strong, as you mentioned a moment ago, France could play a role with the USSR. Now 
that America will again become strong--it aspires to be so and will probably become so--will 
it be possible to proceed without France? Will France no longer be necessary? 


[Answer] No, you know that France is a country which was considerable influence. You can 
see that in European affairs at present, considering our very close entente with Federal 
Germany, that there will be a question about that. We have the possibility of adopting 

a position which deeply influences--I do not say determines--but which deeply influences 
the position of Europe. The position of Europe is very important to the USSR, very important 
to the United States. We have, on the other hand, in the world, in Africa, very strong 
positions, and people will want tc know what France's attitude will be in this respect. 
Therefore, France has great means of influence. I think, on the contrary, that if there 
exists a situation of better equilibrium between the United States and the USSR, France 

has a greater role and a possibility of influence. 


After all, one word about equilibrium in defense, because we have not spoken about it. 

The problem in the future isto know whether the general orientation will be an arms race 
or whether it will be a limitation of armaments at a level as restricted as possible. At 
present, the question is still in the balance because the line over the past years was arms 
limitation, the SALT I and SALT II agreements. But you will recall that the SALT II agree- 
ment was not ratified. And negotiations on SALT III havenot started. Decisions will have 
to be made in this sphere. 


What is France's position’ We favor strategic arms limitation. We, therefore, are in favor 
of the SALT II agreement, if necessary improved, if it has to be on this or that detail. 

But let us say thet we are in favor of the SALT II agreement being finally approved. We 
are in favor of the strategic negotiations being continued so as to have a limitation 

on the frightening, frightening technological developments of future weapons. We are in 
favor of such a limitation. 


What has happened? Why is there this debaie within American opinion and this uncertainty 
about the quality of these agreements? I think that an historic error of appreciation 
has been committed on this subject. From the moment that one enters into an agreement 

of equalization of nuclear strategic arms, it is slightly technical, but I believe that 
people can understand. 


[Question] There are many other questions that we wouldlike to ask, on Afghanistan, Africa, 
Tehran. 
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[Anewer] Just another word on the subject. Regarding powerful submarines which can reach 
both the USSR and the United States within the first minutes of a nuclear conflict, where 
does one (?freeze) equality in this sphere? One arrives at a certain, not neutralization 
but limitation of chances on the possible use of these arms. 





It is necessary to verify simultaneously that one is not in a situation of weakness regarding 
other arms. In fact, there are on the U.S. side certain [word indistinct] situations of 
weakness. We have seen it. There is no conscription. There is no obligatory military 
service. It exists in the USSP. 


One sees certain weaknesses in the means of the land forces or in the deploymert forces 
and even, at certain levels, of nuclear arms. So that, we are in favor of a limitation of 
nuclear arms and of a continuation of negotiations in this respect, but in a concept, or 
rather accompanied by a concept, which is that of a global equilibrium of forces. 


[Question] I should like to put > question to you on relations between France and Federal 
Germany since [words indistinct] there is a point which is stillobscure in the minds of 
many people concerning Venice, [words indistinct] and relations with the Soviet Union. 
After you had met M.: Brezhnev in Warsaw, France let it be known that there was to be a 
first withdrawal of Soviet troops in Afghanistan. Well, today, several months later, one 
sees that there still are just as many Soviet troops in Afghanistan. I mean, has the 
Soviet Union really been playing a game in this matter or has it tried somewhat to maneuver 
the West? 


[Answer] On the intervention of Soviet forces in Afghanistan, I think the Soviets under- 
estimated the reaction of the Afghan people. They told themselves that with a certain level 
of troops and action by the government installed in Afghanistan and the political parties 
supporting it, they could in a few months recreate a normal, or apparently normal situation 
in Afghanistan. This assessment was inexact. It is more than a year after the intervention. 
The internal resistance is continuing. The Soviets withdrew some troops, but finally they 
have not carried on this movement of disengagement and have maintained the same troop level 
since last July. So what is the conclusion to be drawn? It is that one must act again 

to obtain a political solution to the Afghan problen. 


[Question]! What can be done? 


[Answer] What can be done, in my view, is the following: What are the participants saying? 
The Soviets sent troops into Afghanistan, and naturally the other countries, the world 
community is largely in the majority, since the vote in the United Nations was even bigger 
this autumn than last year. The international community is saying: evident intervention 
in Afghanistan. 


[Question] But are arms not being sent to the Afghan resistance? 


[Answer] No, certain countries in the area are doing so. [as heard] The Soviets say that 
there is intervention since there is support for theAfghan resistance. They assert that 
this support exists although this is contested or denied by other countries. So, since 

it is a matter of external intervention, it seems to me that the solution is to bring 
together at a conference all the countries which rightly or wrongly are accused or suspected 
of intervention in Afghanistan's internal affairs, primarily those who are intervening 
manifestly, such as the Soviet Union, or those who are thought to be intervening, such as 
Afghanistan's neighbors,--Pakistan and Iran, or those countries which are thought to be 
helping or supporting such movements--I am thinking of the permanent members of the 
Security Council. 


[Question] Including France? 
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[Answer] Including France, including China, including Great Britain and the United States. 
And then there are the big countries of the area: India has an obvious responsibility 

in this pait of Asia, and equally, in a form to be defined, the Islamic community, since 

it has followed this matter with special attention. So it should be a conference con- 
cerned not with the status of Afghanistan, because this approacls has been tried, and for 
many reasons cannot reach its goal, but concerned with an end to intervention in 
Afghanistan, and in which everyone would undertake to put an end to it simultaneously and 
verifiably, in a way which would then allow the Afghans to recover the.r nonaligned status. 


[Question] Mr President, this would be without the presence of the present Afghan Govern- 
ment as it exists, that is to say that it is not recognized by the international community 
as a whole. 


[Answer] (?Well, really, there would be no reason for it to take part in it) since it is 
not a negotiations with Afghanistan, it would be a conference on nonintervention in 
Afghan‘stan on the part of all countries--I repeat--accused rightly or wrongly of prac- 
ticing such intervention, and which should arrive at pledges of nonintervention, that 

is to withdraw forces where there are forces, not to dispatch forces where they have not 
been dispatched and not to deliver arms to Afghanistan so that Afghanistan can itself 
choose and affirm its position of a nonaligned country. I have proposed this formula to 
Mr Brezhnev. 


[Question] And is he showing interest? 
[Answer] I proposed this formula yesterday. 


[Question] So that is a proposal from France. But, you are almost saying it yourself, 
there has been external intervention in Africa. [Words indistinct] can it be said that 
there is now a form of Soviet expansionism which can be dangerous? 


[Answer] That is why I said just now that if one wanted a stabilization of East-West 
relations, there would be a need for restraint in international actions, for this stabili- 
zation could not be compatible with an alteration in the relationship of forces, or a 
modification of the relationship of the forces in the world to the advantage of someone 

or othe: in particular the Soviet Union. 


[Question] To make things clear to those listening in [word indistinct] if, let us sup- 
pose, the proposal you made in this message were to be accepted by all the countries you 
mentioned, this would not, naturally, lead in any way to the «ecceptance of a fait accompli, 
that is of the presence of Soviet troops in Afghanistan. 


[Answer] No, because it would be a preliminary condition to put an end to interference 
and, first of all, to an interference that has been noted and is clearly evident, but also 
to put an end to threats of interference because the justification of interference means 
a risk or threat of interference. Therefore, an agreement can only be reached if it 
entails the withdrawal of all foreign forces. Of course... [interrupted] 


[Question] Are the Americans acquainted with the proposal? 
[Answer] [Words indistinct] have informed all possible participants. 
[Question] One question about Africa. We intervened successfully in Kolwezi. We did 


not intervene to stop the Libyan thrust into Chad. People wonder whether there are two 
French policies regerding Africa? 


[Answer] I want to maintain calm. Among the most irresponsible suggestions, the most 
irresponsible and adventurist suggestions I have heard in the past few weeks is the idea 
of intervention, of a possible French intervention in Chad. Let us ponder for a few 
minutes. When we intervene in a country, I repeat, (?there are several risks). 
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We have always intervened at the request of the government of that country and we have 
always intervened in circumstances such that France has not run the risk of suffering 
condemnation by international organizations, whether African or world organizations, and 
to be called upon to leave the country within a few days. Therefore, I remind you that 
was the situation in Chad. France helped Chad on two occasions. It helped Chad from 
1969-72 at the time of General de Gaulle. He was the one to take the first decision 
which was continued by President Pompidou. It also was helped in 1978 by myself because 
the Government of Chad was being threatened by subversive forces which were obviously 
supported from outside. That was in fact the first Libyan penetration in Chad. I 
remind you, in 1973. You can see on the map, if you look at the northern part of chad, 
what is called the Aqzou strip. Its occupation dates back to 1973. Therefore, we helped 
Chad to defend itself against foreign interference. What has been the situation in Chad 
Since August 1979? Chad has a government, it is called the Trarsitional National Union 
Government which means it jis a governmenc of transition. It stems from an agreement 
reached by many African countries, called the Lagos accords. Two things were demanded 
by the Lagos accords, which is why I have brought the text with me and why I have the 
papers in front of me. I recall two things which were said: first, the neighboring 
countries on the northern side pledge not to interfere in Chadian affairs and to 

observe its territorial integrity. This particularly applied to Libya, Chad's neighbor- 
ing country. It also was said that all parties representing Chad unanimous\y admitted 
that the continued presence of French troops in Chad represented an obstacle to seeking 
national reconciliation and prevented a peaceful settlement of the Chadian problem. The 
Chadian parties then agreed that the Transitional National Union Government, once 
formed, was to proceed to the evacuation of French troops. That was summer 1979. This 
was said on 21 August and on 23 August. The French cabinet said: In these circumstances, 
we are ready to withdraw our troops. And it was in spring 1980 that we withdrew our 
troops without the loss of a single man, without the loss of a single man, while 
ensuring the evacuation of all French and foreign civilians from Ndjamena. What then 
happened was a civil war in Chad. In this civil war, the government, the Transitional 
National Union Government, appealed to the Libyan forces to ensure the success of the 
government. At that point, the Lagos agreements were violated. 


Was France to intervene? Was France to send troops to a country torn apart by civil war, 
whose legitimate government its most legitimate government, would have opposed the coming 
of French forces, would have informed the Security Council the same day or the day after? 
We would not have a single voice raised in our defense. Our unfortunate African friends 
would have been in an impossible situation because they could not [word indistinct] a 
legitimate government justify the sending of troops from a foreign country [words in- 
distinct] and which had no national reason to intervene. Therefore, we would have been 
condemned within the United Nations and we would have been told to leave in the next 

few hours. We would have entered a civil war with advanced weapons in full view of the 
press. ‘“‘e would have lost tens of hundreds of men and the responsibility would have been 
that of the president of the French Republic. Condemned on an international level, we 
would have sent the French troops into an adventurist action, an adventure without an 
objective because what could one have done. You know the task in Chad, to occupy Chad 
and take the troops to the frontier and install a government. This comes from a major, 

a major political error. 


[Question] But if tomorrow one of the African states, worried by what is currently 
happening, does call on France? 


[Answer] If one of the African states calls on France, it will have France's support. 


[Question] Will there be another Kolwezi? [words indistinct] 


[Answer] Yes, it will have France's support because the French must well understand that 
when I ee such suggestions, I would say there is a certain amount of unpardonable 
irresponsibility, because, in these complex situations, to claim that France could and 
should intervene in a similar situation represents irresponsible adventurism, because 

we would have had no objective and we would be condemned by world public opinion. 














On the contrary, what we did was to condemn Liv,an intervention. This is what we had to 
de. I read recently in an article taat no one justifies or approves this condemnation. 
I approve of it. One cannot tell us in the same breath that one must speak in the case 
of Afghanistan and keep silent in the case of Chad. Furthermore, two things had to be 
done: First, a stand regarding the projected merger between Libya and Chad had to be 
taken and we condemned this projected merger. And what did the African heads of state 
say? They said that this decision was null and void anc they did this a few days after 
the French Government itself took the same stand. Moreover, I trust the patriotism of 
the Chadian people because the Chadian people are so patriotic as not to accept such a ° 
situation. You will hear little by little voices raised in Chad in protest against this 
merger which, you will see, will not take place. Then, we had to reassure the African 
countries with which France has defense agreements. We had thus to tell them what we 
told them and show them what we intended to do, that should their order and integrity be 
threatened and should they appeal to France, naturally France would help them with 
suitable means--and I can tell you that it has the means. 


[Question] Thus, in this case also, one does not accept the fait accompli of the Libyan 
presence and your assessment of the followup is that this presence will not last long and 
that the present state of Chad as it appears now is provisional? 


[Answer] My assessment to the Africans as they (?see) it and to the extent chat they want 
to do it, is that they should exercise the necessary pressure so that the Libyans with- 
draw from Chad. It is up to the Chadian Government and to the Chadian people through 
their national spirit to ask the Libyan forces to leave their country. 





[Question] Do they have the means? 


[Answer] They certainly have the means to apply pressure, of course within the framework 
of international pressure. On the contrary, I remind you that should they need other 
African forces to be stationed there to ensure temporary security of the ceasefire, we 

have never raised objections to the presence of legitimate African forces in Chad. 

Finally, we maintain the guarantee extended to the African countries with which we have 
defense agreements, that they should not, and that they can be aware that their security... 
[interrupted by interviewer] 


[Question] There are both the means and the political will to do it? 


[Answer] Well, regarding the politica! will we have intervened [words indistinct] we 
have intervened every time there was a need to redress an unacceptable situation in 
Africa. We did it in Mauritania, in Central Africa, we did it in Kolwezi and we did it 
in 1978 in Chad. We intervened. You make me say things I don't want to say because I 
don't like to justify what one does. We intervened each time it was necessary to redress 
an unacceptable situation in Africa. We did it in Mauritania, in Central Africa, we did 
it in Kolwezi and we did it in 1978 in Chad. 


There are two types of criticism one hears about this kind of affair, about Chad, Central 
Africa, and so on. The first criticism is that our moderation, at least in appearance, 
is explained by the economic links one can have, for example with Libya. Naturally, 

when it comes to this, everybody speaks about oil. The seccnd type of criticism is that 
in this kind of affair one finally accepts relations with people that are not perhaps 
ideal interlocutors, like Hissein Habre at a certain time, who was one of Chad's leaders, 
or long .g0, Bokassa for Central Africa. 
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As a matter of fact, the positions taken by the government--you saw it yourselves--bore 
no relation to economic interests. Besides, the position we took the sending of our 
forces--notably in Central Africa recently to assure the security of the states 
neighboring Chad--this position shows that there was no weakness o: compliasance. 
Nobody made a mistake in Africa. Nobody. On the other hand, it is not -> to us to 
choose regimes in Africa. As I said before this is a colonial conception. It 

is not up to us to choose them. Naturally, such regines are often open to critic. sm. 
This is a fact. What is often difficult is tc know whether we should maintain lirks 
with them while in fact they are regimes open to criticism, because there are security 
problems. 


As a matter of fact, we had to take into consideration such security situations. May 
I remind you that when he was deposed, the former Central African leader, where was 
he? He was in Tripoli, you remeber. Where were his forces trained? In Libya. 
Therefore, we had to tabe precautions. 


[Question] Can one agree to treat as an honorable interlocutor, quite acceptable, some- 
body wno, like Al-Qadhdhafi, behaves in such a way as to permit [word indistinct ] 
the ransacking of our embassy in Tripoli? 


[Answer] We deal with different countries and different heads of state, taking their 
attitudes into consideratin. Has Colonel al-Qadhdhafi been to Paris? While I am 
in office? Have you seen him? [words indistinct] 


[Question] Should our relations with Africa be characterized by military aid? Is 
there not another way of helping Africa when one sees how much it suffers, how 
underdeveloped it is? Africa is not emerging from underdevelopment. 


[Answer] The theme we have often defended, my theme, is that Africa's big problem is 
development and that the offenses committed against Africa--that is why I said earlier 
that the destabilization of Africa was an offense against Africa--prevent Africa from 
developing. Why do certain states ask us to ensure their security? Because they 
cannot afford it and it would be really absurd if they used their means to set up 
modern armed forces, because Africa should devote its resources to its development 
tasks. You will recall that I have proposed several times, with a certain response 

but not enough, that there should be a new program of economic promotion for Africa. 

I have proposed it to our big Western partners and I believe that we should mke 

much bigger efforts toward evelopment for Africa. 


[Question] Mr President, is it true that there are certain French-German difficulties? 
People are saying that there are difficulties between Valery Ciscard d'Estaing and 
Helmut Schmidt. [words indistinct ] 


[Answer] No, this is not a good approach to foreign affairs, that is, starting with 
stories or the fact that someone is doing something. The facts should be examined 
and the facts are a lot clearer. France and Federal Germany comprise the core of 

the organization of Europe. These are not exclusive relations [werds indistinct ] 
Great Britain, relations with Italy but it is a fact that they comprise the core 
because it has been the reconciliation which has marked the history of Europe over 
the past decades. So we have very close cooperation with Federal Germany. This 
cooperation has not experienced any recent modification. Why is this question being 
asked? In my view, it is because it has been seen that Federal Germany has attached 
much importance to what is called intra-German relations, relations between West 

and East Germany. Since it is said that this is a subject which concerns Germany 
exclusively, one which does not affect France directly, there is a principle of 
divergence here. The Germans are going to attach great importance to this issue, the 
French less, and so thay are going to see their political line gradually diverging. 

I tell you this because I understand very well that for the Government of Federal 
Germany intra-German relations are a very important issue and I take this into 
consideration. The government of any country placed in such a situation would do the 
same thing. 
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I can also tel! you that regarding our relations with Federal Germany, no one is authorized 
to say that the principles to which we both adhere should be questioned in any way, that is, 
the principles of our membership in the organization of Europe, bilateral French-German 
cooperation and the approach t> the problews of security. So, the French-German core remains 
and wil) remain, in my view, the central core of Europe. Moreover, Chancellor Helmut 

Aat .s coming here next week. You already have questioned him once. You will be 

seeing him next week. 


[Question] In a word, you have no doubt about the loyalty and solidarity of the German . 
partner? 


[Answer] I have no deuit. 


[Question] Quickly, if we can, we only have 5 minutes left with you. I would like to ask 
you about relations with Israel. You met a few days ago with Mr Shimon Peres. Can it be 
said that there is an improvement in relations with Israel? 


[Answer] [words indistinct] Problems of peace in the Near East and I want the Israeli 
Government, whether it is the present one or a new Israeli Government after the elections-—- 
this is above all a fundatental idea--to arrive speedily at a global peace. I am 

convinced that this global peace is possible. It presupposes some concepts, obviously, 

but I am convinced that it is possible and having listened to the peopl« with whom I have 
talked, I think that one can work usefully to seek (’this peace). 


[Questicu] The American hostages are arriving in the United States practically at this 
momert. I would like to know how the French Government, how you, yourself, followed 
the development of this affair? 


{(Answer] We followed this whole problem very closely. I can tell you that we often had 
public contacts, often secret contacts, that Mr Warren Christopher came to see me, to 
speak to me about this matter of negotiation at a period which was critical and we said 
that we had spoken of other things b’ cause we could not reveal it all. hus, from one 
end of the affair to the other, France showed the solidarity which was required in this 
affair since the detention of these hostages was indescribable. It wa. contrary to 
international law. It couid not be accepted, so we had to show solidarity with any effort 
t2 secure their release. 


[Question] Under Genral de Gaulle and Mr Pompidou, and under you yourself, foreign policy 
appears to be a field reserved for the president of the republic. Does this seem normal 
to you in a democracy. Is it a matter of temperament, constitution or international 
necessity, Mr President? 


[Answer] 1 have neve. opposed the holding of debates on foreign policy in parliament. 
So, I am a supporter of a broad parliamentary webate on this subject, a supporter of a 
broad debate within public opinion on this subject, a debate which, of course, respects 
the objectivity and restraint which are necessary since these are very important and very 
complex issues. It happens that in current international life state leaders have 
particular responsibilities. And one sees this at summit meetings. One sees this in 
the correspondence which they exchange. But I can tell you that I do not make any 
decision or announce any initiative without very close consultation with the goverusent, 
and in particular not without my asking for the opinions of che minister of foreign 
affairs and the premier. 


[Question] When will you say whether you will be a candidate in the presi“ential 
elections’? 


[Answer] In fact, you are going outside the subject of our debate tonight, but, if you 
will, I will return to it for my conclusion. As for the presidential election, I have 
duties toward French men and women, duties to inform them. And I have duties only toward 
them. You know that article 7 of the constitution stipulates what the normal period 

of notice is in the case of the election of a president of the republic: This period of 
notice is between 20 to 35 days. Thus, I shall inform French men and women of my intentions 
on this point within a period of time which respects their right to be informed and their 


right to be able to reflect. 
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Going back to foreign affairs, we have spoken about various issues. We have had little 

time. It is a vast subject. A few days ago I had a conversation with a foreign prime 
minister. He said to me: We look at France from the outside and what strikes us is that 
France has advanced. France has advanced in the field of energy independence. France is 

the country in the world which has made the greatest effort in this. France has advan: 2d 

in industrial restructuring. France is organizing its industry to confront the crisis. 
France has advanced in the field of defense since of all the Western countries it is the one 
which has made the greatest defense effort in the most recent years. So, France has advanced. 
This is what we see from outside. Well, my wish for France is that it will continue to 
advance. 


GOVERNMENT TO EXERT CAUTION IN RESUMING IRAN TIES 





LD270953 Paris LE MONDE in French 24 Jan 81 p 5 


[Maurice Delarue report: “Paris To Observe Interval of ‘Decorum’ and Prudence before 
Reestablishing Relations With Tehran"™] 


[Text] The release of the hostages in lian creates more problems than it resolves for the 
French Goverrment. The tone of the official statements on the raising of sanctions, 
contradictory in spirit if not in their letter, betray a certain embarrassment. As things 
stand, it is at least possible to reveal certain lines of conduct: 


1. The French Government is keen to ensure a good beginning to its relations with President 
Reagan; 

2. Paris will maintain with respect the Tehran a certain wait-and-see attitude, until the 
Iranian regime and its policy are mre firm; 

3. Good relations with the Arab world are still generally a priority, though they are 
difficult with some governments; 

4. Irrespective of political fluctuations and conflicts of interests, existing trade 
contracts, including armaments contracts, will be honored. 


France “concluded” well with Mr Carter's Presidency, as indicated by the outgoing U.S. 
President's message to Giscard d‘Estaing. It has not gotten off to a bad start with 

Mr Reagan's, with a telephone call expressing no more--but for the time being that is what 
is needed--than a mutual willingness to work together. Firm dates have been set for 
conversations with the new Washington leaders to prepare for the private visit (planned 
a long time ago) which Francois-Poncet will pay to the United States on 2-5 February. Of 
course, Mc Schmidt has already met the new President. Mrs Thatcher will be the first 
European head of povernment to pay him an official visit, and no French-U.S. summit 

is envisaged before the July summit of the “seven industrial giants" in Ottawa, but the 
race to shake hands with the new occupant of the White House is prompting some showy 
diplomacy, it is said in Paris. 


But it is the basic stances that are important. With regard to the hostages affair and 

its repercussions, irrespective of the criticisms sometimes made of French policy in 

the United States, the U.S. leaders are well aware that France is one of its allies whose 
conduct has beer: most loyal and that it now intends to act cautiously. Several EC 
governments were ready to resume relations with Tehran as if nothing had happened. One 

of them even decided to announce officially to the Iranians “its satisfaction" that they 
had at last consented to release their prisoners! Moreover, at Wednesday's cabinet meeting 
the president of the republic said, according to his spokesman Mr Poirier, that “it would not 
be decorous to respond immediately to the U.S. hostages’ release with a gesture of a 
commercial nature.” The following day the presidential spokesman « *lained as follows: 
"The government is taking measures to set a process in motion to permit economic sanctions 
to be raised.” 


Mr Giscard d'tstaing's reference to “decorum” is undoubtedly prompted less by moral scruples 
than by basic caution. Major political and economic uncertainties still loom over Iran, 

and the revelations about the tortures suffered by the hostages will not allew the matter 

to be quickly forgotten. 
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In practice, the raising of sanctions should depend first on a collective decision by the 
Ten--this was taken Tuesday--and then on national decisions, that is by France, to anru! a 
decree dated 22 May 1980. Then there is the effective resumption of trade relations, which 
does not depend on the governments alone. There is a major source of contention between 
France and Iran, involving among others, the following companies: FRAMATOME, EURODIF, 

ELF, GAZOCEAN, the Enterprise Bureau and Dumez. 


Obviously the most delicate aspect is the sale to Iran of three missile-launching gunboats 
hitherto kept in Cherbourg by the embargo. Though the government maintains great dis- 
cretion in matters concerning armaments, it seems that it will not oppose the delivery of 
the gunboats, as long as the provlens regarding payment are resolved and the Iranians still 
want them. 


Be that as it may, there is still a risk--cyn‘cs might say a chance--that France will also 
supply weapons to Iraq. At a 27 November meeting with Iran's emissary Mr Navab, 

Mr Francois-Poncet rejected his request for a halt to deliveries of Mirage fighters 
purchased by Iraq, replying that France “will fulfill current contracts." 


Furthermore, this principle will be applied also to Libya, despite its intervention in 
Chad. Of course, events in N'djamena have led the French Government to alter its long- 
term policy and to abandon any further dangerous gambles on Colonel al-Qadhdhafi. However, 
it has no intention of not honoring its commitments. 


VISITING NIGERIAN FOREIGN MINISTER DISCUSSES CHAD 





AB262117 Paris AFP in English 1806 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] Paris, Jan 26 (AFP)--Visiting Nigerian Foreign Minister Ishaya Audu today expressed 
hope that the people of Chad, aformer French colony, will be left to decide their future 

by themselves in the next few months, if not immediately. We would like to see that the 
people of Chad are left to decide their future by themselves without any apparent coercion 
by anybody else, he told journalists after a 30-minute meeting with President Valery 

Giscard d'Estaing. 


In practice, we are hoping such a situation will become feasible, possible, in the next 
few months, if not immediately. It is hoped that this will help to consolidate peace in 
Chad , he added. He mentioned no foreign country by ame. 


Mr Audu, who arrived here tocay for a five-day official visit to France, said that Nigeria 
was prepared to help with logistic and other arrangements for an African peace-keeping 
force for Chad. But he recalled that the 1979 Lagos agreement that called for the 
creation of such a force ruled out active participation by Nigeria and Chad's other 
immediate neighbors. The Lagos agreement, signed by 11 of Chadian political and 

military factions, set up the Chadian transitional government, which is led by President 
Goukouni Oueddei. 


Mr Audu, the first Nigerian minister to make an official visit to France since the return 
to civilian rule in Nigeria in 1579, said that he and the French president discussed Chad 
and other problems of common interest in Africa. He added that they had also discussed 
economic cooperation very briefly and rentioned one or two world problems. 


Mr Audu, who said that France and Nigeria had had one or two ups and downs in their past 
relations, added that he had come to France to build a solid foundation for future 
relations between the two countries. He expressed the hope that this would lead to more 
ups and less downs in the future. Nigeria is France's third largest supplier of oil, 
after Saudi Arabia and Iraq. 
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Additional comments 
NC271255 Paris AFP in English 1234 GMT°27 Jan 81 


[Excerpts] Paris, 27 Jan (AFP)--Nigerian Foreign Minister Ishaya Audu said here today 
tirat he believes the majority of Chad's people are opposed to * merger with Libya. 


He told reporters that Nigeria was ready to give Chad any help it could, including 
military, to allow it to withstand merger pressures. 


He said Nigeria was worried that if Libya consolidated its presence in Chad, it could be 
used as a jumping-off point for incursions into other countries. Chad has borders with 
Nigeria, Niger, Cameroun, Central African Republic and Sudan. Mr Audu said Nigeria, 
Sudan and Egypt are in regular contact on the Chadian situation. 


Libya had no right to demand that France withdraw its troops from African states--such 
as Central African Republic, Senegal and Gabon--if they were there at the express re- 
quest of those governments, the Nigerian foreign minister said. 


Although it was preferable that no foreign fdérces be present in Africa, Mr Audu said, 
every legitimate government had the right to call on whoever it wanted for help. 


But he said Chad's transitional government under President Goukouni Oueddei, set up as 

a result of the Lagos accords of August, had “limited legitimacy” and was not competent 
to decide on a merger with another state. Only a freely elected government could decide 
that, Mr Audu said? 





Further Remarks 
AB271255 Paris AFP in English 1209 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Excerpt] Paris, 27 Jan (AFP)--Nigerian Foreign Minister Ishaya Audu said here tod. : 
that he believes the majority of Chad's people are opposed to a merger with Libya. ile 
told reporters that Nigeria was ready to give Chad any help it could, including military, 
to allow it to withstand merger pressures. 


Nigeria would not intervene unilaterally in Ched, but might do so, if asked, in the con- 
text of an Organization of African Unity (OAU) force, Mr Audu said. 


The Nigerian minister, who is on an official visit to France, said his government believes 
the Libyan presence in Chad is a threat to the security of Africa. This position 

tallies very closely with France's stand on Chad, and Mr Audu said the two countri +s 
should coordinate their objectives so as to allow Chad t be in a posit‘on to manager its 
own affairs. 


Mr Audu said Libya's past attempts at mergers--with Egypt, Tunisia and Syria-<-had failed, 
but that in the present case, Tripoli was dealing with a very weak country. 
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PERTINI TERRORISM COMMENTS CET SOVIET PROTEST 





AU280937 Rome ANSA in English 0820 GMT 28 Jan 81 


[Text] Rome, 28 Jan (ANSA)-- Authoriative sources close to Italian President Sandro 
Pertini’s office have made it clear here that Pertini'’s recent interview with French 
television on the eventual international ramifications of political terrorism in Italy 
made “no reference to the precise responsibilities of any particular country”. The 
clarification, issued Tuesday evening after the Italian ambassador ic Moscow was called 
in by the Soviet Foreign Ministry and read a toughly worded oral protest against what 
were described as “absurd” statements contrary to friendly Italo-Soviet relations. 


Saying they were merely limiting the polemics to the bounds of “objective fact", the 
sources said Pertini merely pointed out that “two countries on the frontiers of the 
Atlantic area, Turkey and Italy, are the object of an intensive terrcrist offensive”. 


On the domestic scene, the interview, granted during a visit here by French President 
Valery Giscard d‘Estaing, sparked a hail of parliamentary questions and a decision from 
the speaker s office at the Rome lower house to hold a debate on the subject next Tuesday. 
Apart from the clarification in circles near to Pertini's office, no further official 
reaction was forthcoming. 


At the Italian Foreign Ministry, usually reliable sources noted that diplomatic chief 
Emilio Colombo was making a “close examination” of the Soviet protext and reserved making 
the “appropriate contacts”. The tough wording of the protest was noted in political 
circles but the major stress linked official silence to the upcoming parliamentary debate. 
In these circles, the Foreign Ministry's position was held to be one of due respect for 
Parliament. In other words, the argument went, the “Wome Covernment will make no official 
response to the Soviet move until the parliamentary discussion is complete. 


Senate Speaker Amintore Fanfani advanced the hypothesis that, if the government had 
“immediately” made it clear it would answer the parliamentary questions on the case, 
"it would have prevented any foreign intervention". “With this", he added, "I do not 
mean to enter even minimally into addressing any form of reproof, because this is not 
in my competence or intention, against our colleaeves with government responsibility”. 


Christian Democrat Party Sec.,etary Flaminio Piccoli observed thet, “in the state of the 
facts”, it is not possible “to know on the basis of what information the head-of-state 
founded his intuitions” on the international links of terrorism. Piccoli also stressed 
the government's readiness to offer Parliament “all the elements useful for an objective 
evaluation” and voiced his party's conviction that “clarity, accompanied by diecret‘on 
and reserve, are required for a serious and effective contribution to the battle against 
terrorism”. 


Secretary Bettino Craxi of the Italian Socialist Party, another mewber of the governing 
coalition, urged that the government should “know how to respond to the Soviet Govern- 

ment with the precision, seriousness and rigor the case requires”. Craxi added that it 
would be interesting to know if the Soviet Government's protest should be understood 

as also being made on behalf of the “governments allied or linked to the Soviet Union”. 


Social Democrat Party Secretary Pietro Longo, speaking for the third of the four govern- 
ment parties, told reporters that it was in the “historical tradition of dictatorships” 
to follow “an official policy of peace and friendship, and an underground one of 
destabilization and the fomentation of s xbversion”™. 


"The Soviet Union has never escaped from this rule", he declared. 
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COLOMBO REPORTS ON CAIRO 2TaLKS WITH AS-SADAT 





AU270837 Rome ANSA in English 0805 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Excerpts] Cairo, 27 Jan (ANSA)--Not only does Egypt look with favor on the European 
Economic Community's peace initiative for the Mideast, but considers it vital to a solution 
of the problem, according to Italian Foreign Miuister Emilio Colombo who has just wound up 
two days of talks in Cairo with Egyptian President Anwar as-Sadat. 


Sources close to the delegation led by Colombo said that As-Sadat approved by the EEC 
Mideast peace venture because it would help [word indistinct] the signers of the Camp David 
accords to get on with implementation of the agreements. 


Speaking to journalists yesterday, Colombo said that the intransigence of Israeli Premier 
Menacher ®"vgin had brought the Mideast question to an impasse which must be broken. Colombo 
@sc> reported that Italy will open a credit line of 100 million dollars to Egypt and will set 
up a technical cooperation program between the to countries which will employ financial 
resources worth 75 million dollars to be allocated over a three-year period. 


PCI LEADER BERLINGUER ELABORATES ON EUROCOMMUNISM 





LD271243 Rome L'UNITA in Italian 22 Jan €1 pp 1, 19 


[Unattributed report on PCI Secretary General Enrico Berlinguer 21 January interview on 
Italian television: “Berlinguer Answers Questions on PCI"s History and Policy”™| 


jExcerpts] The 60th anniversary of the founding of the PCI yesterday gave rise to several 
political and cultural events and initiatives. Enrico Berlingwer was interviewed on tele- 
vision Newsree! 1 by Pierantonio Graziani. Berlinguer anewered a number of questions con- 
cerning the reasons which led to the birth of the PCI and on Communist policy today. 


[Question] What is the difference between the Togliattian line that began with the “Salerno 
swing,” the “Italian road to socialism” and present-day Eurocommunisn’ 


[Answer] The basic differnce lies in the fact that through Eurocommunism the struggle for 

a socialist transformation of Italy along a democratic path and for a kind of socialism 
itself built on the foundations of democracy and freedom is taking place no Longer solely 

in a natioral dimension but in a European dimension, that of Western Europe, taking into 
account the shared traits that exist among the economically most advanced Curopean countries, 
including Italy, and taking into account also the need to wnify the experiments that have 
been carried out in this period of histery by the various political groups of the Vest 
European workers movement. [answer ends] 


Next the interviewer asked, basically, about the nature of the “famous third way between 
social democracy and real socialisn.” 


"In short,” Berlinguer explained, “it can be said to be as follows: We wish to differentiate 
ourselves on the one hand from the social democracies, which we criticize because, even 
through their government experiences, they have never managed to take 4 real step forward 

on the path to transcending capitalist society; and at the same tine we wish to differentiate 
ourselves from the experiences of socialism that have hitherto been realized in the East 
European «countries, inasmuch as we are struggling for a kind of socialism based on the 
observance and expansion of all freedoms.” 
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[Qvestion|] Is there any room for dissent and, if not for organized currents, then for 
any opposing these in the innovative conceptics of the party outlined at the latest PCI 
Central Comittee meet ing’ 


[Amewer| Wot {mn organized currents. We believe that organized currents const itute--as 
shown by the experience of other parties-~a degenerative form of democracy and of moral 
staniards in party life. There is indees room, ard very much so, for dissent--even for 
dissent expressed openly acd treely in voting. 

[OQwestion] What is the significance of the 27 November “swing,” that is the democrat ix 
alternative proposed by the PCI, with respect to previous formulations %f party strategy’ 


|Amewer|; We stand by the quest for wnity among all democratic forves and for the broadcast 
social alliances within the working class. The innovation lies in the fact that in view of 
the DC’s now obviows inability to lead the necessary task of receneratineg and reforming 
the country, the Communist Party considers itself entitled to put itself forward as the 
driving force behind, and major guarantor of, a unity government comprising all the 
democratic forces which will rally honest and competent people from all the parties. 
lanewer ends | 


Next the interviewer returned to the subject of Eurocommunism, asking what the “prospects 
for an Italian-style, French-styvle and Spanish-style communism” are, particularly in 
view of the PCF’s criticiems. 


“We believe,” Berlingwer said, “that Eurocommunism is a profoundly valid inspiration 
with a role to play in the future. There might be temporary difficulties, ups and 
downs, along this road, but where does its instrinsic validity lie? It lies in the 
fact that we are now witnessing a turmoil among the social democratic parties, within 
whose ranks there is a quest for new paths and at the same time we are witnessing pro- 
gress beyond old forms and ideas that have in the past characterized communist parties. 
Hence the need to find a new path. We believe that not only in the Italian working 
class, but also in the working class, the workers’ masses and the younc people of the 
Furopean countries, there are now these expectations and this quest for something 

thew thatwill help surmownt the ills of capitalist society and achieve a prot ownd 
regeneration of the socities on this side of the European Continent.” 
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NEW ARMY CHIEF OF STAFF GARCIA DOS SANTOS SWORN IN 





LD280104 Lisbon Domestic Service in Portuguese 1930 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] A change-of-command ceremony was held this morning at the army headquarters in 
which General Garcia dos Santos was sworn in as the army chief of staff. 


Speaking at the ceremony Garcia dos Santos said: 


[Begin Dos Santos recording] Since 25 April 1974 we have set out on the road to finally 
creating a democratic military apparatus in Portugal, that is, an armed forces made up of 
democratic servicemen at the service of democracy and the nation. A democratic serviceman 
is one who, irrespective of his political direction as an individual citizen manifested 
through the forms of membership laid down by the law, is an element of the armed forces 
as a whole and forms part of this whole, abiding by the laws written by the legitimate 
representatives of the people. The ideas within this concept are numerous but all of them 
boil down to the qualities I referred to earlier and which I would like to highlight as 
follows: discipline [words indistinct] based on a civic sense and patriotism which leads 
to the fulfillment, individually or collectively, of the mission appropriate to the armed 
forces; conscious and permanent defense of the ethical and professional values which 
represent the indispensable and continual unity, moral strength and efficiency of the 
armed forces; efficacious and responsible exercise oi command as a guarantee that the 
armed forces will, under all circumstances, respect the decisions of a democratically 
legitimized political power. [end recording] 


The question of institutional balance and the other widely discussed question of the 
subordination of military power to civilian power were not, contrary to expectations, 
overlooked in Garcia dos Santos’ speech. 


[Begin Dos Santos recording] It is up to us, the military--without creating any mechanisms 
to isolate the armed forces from civilian society--to let the armed forces develop in 
accord with the social evolution itself, without prejudice to the preservation of the 
fundamental values which make the armed forces truly and (?markedly) democratic. It is 
incumbent upon us, as the military, and for the defense of the democratic and pluralist 
regime already set up in our country, to adopt a strictly neutral and nonpartisan conduct 
by casting aside our political options as individual citizens. [end recording] 


President Ramalho Eanes, who spoke next, referred to the changes to be carried out in the 
relations between the military establishment and civilian society. He expressed hope: 


[Begin Fanes recording] I am sure such necessary changes will take place during your term 
of office, thereby ending a long cycle of military interference in political affairs. 

The army [words indistinct] the people's will, democratically assumed and respected. For 
this reason, the army neither is nor can be the (?support) or an instrument of the wishes 
and restricted interests, of ambitions and projects that do not conform with the democrati- 
cally affirmed will and national interests. [end recording] 


The president of the republic also referred to the degree of political (?intervention) 
desirable in the military establishment. 


[Begin Eanes recording] Each serviceman has his vot~ and nothing more in political terms. 
The armed forces is a national institution, at the service of the Porguguese people and 
democracy, and respects the legitimate choices expressed in the free and universal suffrage. 
And if these are unquestionable norms, the armed forces cannot serve as a shelter to any 
form of organizing pressure groups, where these hold a corporate intent which clashes with 
the hierarchical responsibility or ace a base for political intervention which betrays the 
national mission and democratic commitment of the rilitary establishment. These are not 

only norms thet are unquestionable but which are solidly grounded on an experience that 
guides us and on a coherence of military policy which practice has proven valid and 
suitable to the needs of the Portuguese Armed Forces. 
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All these are indeed norms which we shall have to continue to abide by, so that the tasks 
and problems peculiar to the armed forces can be resolved satisfactorily and in keeping 
with the country’s resources. [end recording] 


CUNHAL RETURNS FROM TRIP TO GREECE, YUGOSLAVIA 





LD252258 Lisbon in Portuguese to Europe 1900 GMT 25 Jan 81 


[Text] On arrival in Lisbon from Yugoslavia yesterday, Communist Party leader Alvaro 
Cunhal told reporters that the PCP is in full agreement with the doubts expressed by 
the leaders of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia and of the Greek Communist Party 
with regard to the present political situation in Portugal. 


On the revision of the constitution, the PCP secretary general said that he is not against 
introducing changes to the country's fundamental law, but maintained that this must be 
done in accordance with the constitution's own stipulations. 


Alvaro Cunhal added that he is aware that draft amendments have beendrawn up and he 
expressed concern at the expression, “the liberation of civilian society from the tute- 
lage of the military," being used in certain quarters. He said that the goal implicit in 
the phrase might be to replace the 25 April (?hierarchies) with reactionary ones. 

PCP Statement on Trip 
LD261356 Lisbon in Portuguese to Timor Macao and Australia 0930 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Text] The PCP released a communique yesterday in connection with the recent visit to 
Yugoslavia and Greece by its secretary generai, Dr Alvaro Cunhal. 


The communique says that the Portuguese and Greek Communist Parties agree on all the 
matters discussed in Athens and that both express their solidarity with the Afghan and 
Polish regimes. They also voiced their solidarity with what thev call the Turkish 
democratic organizations and advocated the withdrawal of all (?nuclear) warships from 
the Mediterranean and the transformation of this area into a zone of peace and 
cooperation. 
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SECOND PHASE OF CSCE BEGINS PLENARY SESSION 





LD272016 Madrid in Spanish to Europe 1400 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] We begin with a dispatch from Madrid's Palace of Congresses, where the sessions 
of the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe resume today. Over to you, Jose 
Manuel Salgado: 


The second phase of the CSCE began at Madrid's Palace of Congresses this morning, with 
pretty hardline stances being struck. 


The plenary session, meeting behind closed doors, was addressed first by the head of the 
Soviet delegation, Deputy Foreign ) -‘ster Leonid LIiichev, who after some words of 
congratulation on the way the first , ahse had been held, spoke of the proposals--some 

90 of them--submitted so far. llichev described some of them as constructive and others 
as less constructive, or even provocative, since, he said, they are aimed at undermining 
the Socialist order. One must always bear in mind, he said, that this forum--the only 

one at which dialogue between East and West is currently in progress--(?represents the 
interests) of political systems, and that should never be forgotten. Naturally, he voiced 
support for the Polish proposal for a conference on military detente ani disarmament, 
stressing that no prior conditions should be laid down. 


The Netherlander, (Van Donging), spoke on behalf of the 10 members of the European Conm- 
munity, rejecting the idea put forward by the Soviet speaker that an attempt is being made 
to rewrite the Helsinki Act, and he referred to the confidence building measures, which 
are not sufficient for Europeans. He supported the French proposal for a conference on 
disarmament, the main point of which is to treat the whole of the European part of the 
Soviet Union, that is, as far as the Urals, as falling within the area over which dis- 
armament on the continent is to be effected. 


The British speaker took an ever harder line, suggesting peace through change, freedom 
and cooperation. And he accused the Soviet Union of continuing to fail to respect human 
rights, even after the Madrid Conference had begun. 


This point was pressed also by the U.S. delegate, Max Kampelman, who said that since 

9 September, the date when the preparatory meeting for this conference began, 20 arrests 
had been made in the Soviet Union; and that since 19 December, the date of the ending of 
the first phase of the conference, 9 trials and been held in the USSR and 2 more arrests 
had been made. He cited specific cases and names. 


Kampelman began his address by saying that his country's position would remain the same, 
despite the change of administration. He referred again to the case of Afghanistan, 
with which, he said, the Soviet Union is (?consistently) challenging the other 24 
countries at the conference [words indistinct]. If the word detente means anything, 

he said, it does not describe the current state of relations between East and West, but 
rather signifies a goal to be attained. 


UCD COMMUNIQUE ON CONGRESS POSTPONEMENT 





LD272256 Madrid [umestic Service in Spanish 2100 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] The Information Secretariat of the Union of Democratic Center [UCD] has issued 
communique from the Executive Committee at whose meeting the suspension of the second 
congress of the centrists was decided. 
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It said: At its meeting tonight under the chairmanship of Adolfo Suarez, the UCD 
Executive Committee decided unanimously to postpone its second national congress 
because of the impossibility of delegates being able to travel [to venue in Palma de 
Mallorca] because of the work-to-rule by air traffic controllers which began today. 
UCD subordinates its interest to the superior interest of the state and the public 
which demand a solution to the conflict by the appropriate means without interference 
from events which could be exploited as an irregular means of pressure. At its next 
meeting, the UCD Executive Committee will examine a new date for the second naticnal 
congress. 


PCE OFFICIAL REJECTS REPEAT OF MONCLOA PACT 





LD261315 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 20 Jan 81 p 15 


{Antonio Nunez report: "PCE Is Opposed to Further 'Moncloa Pacts,’ According to ° 
Sanchez Montero” ] 


[Text] Leon--The PCE will not accept a "second edition" of the Moncloa pacts, 
according to what Communist leader Simon Sanchez Montero stated on Sunday in Leon, 
during a press conference at which he was asked about his party's readiness to support 
an “economic policy of consultation," as was demanded on Saturday by Felipe Gonzalez. 
The Communist leader added that the PCE's entry into the negotiation of an economic 
plan for the country "will depend on the specific way in which it is approached," and, 
at all events, will require the participation of a leftwing party (the Spanish 
Socialist Workers Party) [PSOE] in the government, as a guarantee that there will not be 
a failure to implement the most progressive aspects of the plan, as happened in the 
case of the Moncloa pacts. 


Nevertheless, Sanchez Montero said that © was pleased by Felipe Gonzalez’ statements, 
and reiterated that his party has been demanding for months the formation of a union 
of the Democratic Center-PSOE government, “even without the Communists’ direct 
participation,” but provided that the latter could take part in the negotiation of its 
political program. 


With respect to the possible convening of a special congress of the Unified Socialist 
Party of Catalonia [PSUC], he said that this will not take place immediately, “but when 
the opportune conditions exist." At all events, this possibility had already been 
raised at the first PSUC Central Committee meeting, and negotiations continued until 
only 4 days ago, when the latest meeting between the chairman of that party--Pere 
Ardiaca--and PCE leaders took place. 


Throughout his statements, Sanchez Montero emphasized that, according to a section of 
the Catalonian Communists, only 15 percent of party members took part in the election 
of the delegates or in the debate on the reports for the last congress, as a result of 
which "they believe that the labor is not a faithful reflection of the party.” He 
added that what happened in Catalonia is due not so much to an internal power struggle 
among the PSUC's various ideological groups as to a radicalization of many party men- 
bers in light of the economic and international crisis. “There are people," he said, 
“who are returning to the great certainties and the traditional policy, which is now 
outmoded." 
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PCE*S BRABO ANALYZES PROBLFMS RAISED BY PSUC 





LD271425 Madrid EL PAIS in Spanish 21 Jan 81 p 4 
[PCE Executive Committee member Pilar Brabo article: “Evrocommunism and the PCE's Renewal"] 


[Text] The rejection of the term "Eurocommunism"™ at the first Unified Socialist Party of 
Catalonia [PSUC] congress raises a number of issues of the greatest importance to the future 
not only of the PSUC or of PCE-PSUC relations, but also the PCE itself. In my view, the 
need to retain the PCE's Eurocommunist character and to reestablish it within the PSUC 

is the most important battle to be waged in relation to the 10th PCE congress, on the one 
hand, and the kind of future envisaged by the PSUC, on the other. But this battle must 

be neither static nor merely symbolic: I* must be a dynamic battle that will open up to 
communists throughout the Spanish State t e prospect of what is to be done in the eighties. 
The decade promises to be difficult, but .t will be essential, from the viewpoint of demo- 
cracy and socialism in our country, to consolidate the Communist Party's strength and 
influence. 


It would be wrong for us, the PCE, to set ourselves up as supreme judges of what has hap- 
pened within the PSUC, as if all the problems, shortcomings and errors could be attributed 
to the Catalan communists. It would be even more wrong to ascribe the causes of defeat 

of the term "Eurocommunism" to the alleged "nationalism" of the PSUC. 


Nevertheless, we must not underestimate the problem or act as if “nothing happened." Some- 
thing--and something serious--has happened, and it is creating an “exceptional” situation, 
as described by the Executive Committee elected by the PSUC congress, which is affecting 
the Catalan communists and commur .sts throughout the Spanish State and which is having 
negative repercussions in Europe. 


Perhaps outside Catalonia insufficient emphasis has been placed on the fact--and I believe 
it would be opportune to rectify this now--that in the voting on Eurocommunism a convergence 
of votes took place between the so-called "Eurocommunist™ and “Leninist"™ sectors and that 
they were both defeated by the advocates of abandoning the term “Eurocommunism."” In other 
words, that the sector which now occupies the PSUC Executive Committee defended and voted 

in favor of the term "furocommunism"™ and was defeated. From the PCE viewpoint, it is 
difficult to understand why, despite this defeat, the secretary generalship was accepted, 
but it would be equally mistaken to equate the stances of the sector which now holds the 
majority within the PSUC Executive Committee with the stances of those who wish to eliminate 
the term "Eurocommunism” and all that it implies at any price, namely the “pro-Soviet” 
Stances. The future will tell how far the PSUC's present secretary general and Executive 
Committee will manage to surmount the ambiguity inherent in accepting the leadership of 

a party that has eliminated Eurocommunism from its definition and that has as its chairman 
one of the people who championed this elimination. Meanwhile, I believe that the intelligent 
attitude for the PCE to adopt would be to help this ambiguity to be resolved in a direction 
favorable to the reestablishment of Eurocommunisn. 


But, parallel to what is happening within the PSUC, we in the PCE are faced with a congress 
process, and to prevent what has happened within the PSUC from happening to us it ic necessary 
to learn its lessons now and to analyze to what extent the criticisms being made of the 
PSUC must also become self-criticisms of our own work. 


I believe that in both PSUC and the PCE there are a number of battles that have either 
not been fought or have been badly fought, and this is all the more serious at a time 
of economic crisis, o’ increased tension between the blocs on the world plane and of 
lack of clear options on the left. 
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One of these battles is that of the P(E’s foreign policy stances and of our concept of 
socialism within freedom, of pluralisc socialism, with its critical content with respect 
to the countries of so-called “real socialism.’ 


Nonaligned Policy 


In other words, it is necessary to debate and to define the revolutionary character of the 
-olicy of “nonalignment™ in either of the blocs--a policy whose only aims are mankind's 
survival and socialist building not only in Europe but also in the Third Vorld. At the 
same time, tnere must be a more thorough study of the problems and contradictions being 
experienced by the countries of “real socialism," this being the only way to understand 
the world we live in from a Marxist viewpoint. The failure of the working class to 
participate in those countries’ social and political life, the nature of a state which 
prevents such participation and the causes of the armed confrontations between socialist 
countries (China and the Soviet Union, China and Vietnam, Vietnam and Kampuchea) are 
fundamental topics without an understanding of which it is impossible to understand the 
reasons why the PCE condemns, for instance, the Soviet Union's intervention in Afghanistan 
or Czechoslovakia or defends the thesis of the Poles’ sovereignty in resolving their own 
problems, and without an understanding of all this it is impossible to fully realize the 
importance to Eurocommunism of independence for all socialist states. 


For instance, the PSUC's official theses had very little to say about the real problems 

of “real socialism." This kind of socialism, excluding the Chinese version, was portrayed 
in these theses as an almost perfect model containing certain defects or errors--mainly 

the lack of freedom--which, however, were presented as being easily surmountable. Obviously 
with such a degree of superficiality and without a thorough debate, with the inadequate 
involvement in the debate of the PSUC leadership itself and with an organization secretariat 
controlled by people opposed even to such a timid criticism of the socialist countries--all 
this amid the difficult objective conditions of our country's domestic and international 
situation--the foreseeable result could not have been very different from the actual outcome. 


And I do not believe that debates on these topics are impossible or counterproductive owing 
to the “backwardness of the social and cultral base" of the party, to the fact that “workers 
do not read" or to other arguments often brandished within the PCE, because as long as 

some people believe these arguments, the pamphlets of the Ponomarevs or the Brezhnevs will 
circulate among the party's ranks without being opposed by a responsible and consistent 
policy of PCE publications on these and other topics. People are even being recommended 

not to read NUESTRA BANDERA--and not just because of its shortcomings, which in any case 

are only a reflection of the absence of a consistent policy on information and publications, 
to which I referred. 


I believe that this debate, this discussion, profoundly effects and is capable of being 
fully assimilated by the Spanish workers and that it must constitute one of the inalienable 
foundations of the proper training of PCE members. This debate must be approached in the 
conviction that the anticapitalist and anti-imperialist struggle demands a degree of 
Marxist elucidation which has no reasontobe abstract or intellectualist, because any 
well-formulated theory imparts an enormous impetus to specific practice. An investigation 
of this issue in turn demands a clear understanding that the term “working class" today 
implies freedom, democracy and participation. In the closing decades of the 20th century 
the working class has a profound desire for freedom and democracy, contrary to what is 
envisaged by concepts rooted in the Stalinist past, for which these terms are conflicting. 
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Revolution of the Majority 


Together with this set of issues, which I can only set out briefly here, ir is necessary 
to tackle the issues of the “revolution of the majority” and of the dewocra‘ic and 
pluralist path toward socialism. This path is very frequently confused with the PCE's 
political practice over the last 3 years and, insofar as this practice has been excessively 
institutionalist, it cannot be understood how it is possible to secure the consensus 

of the majority of society in favor of socialism through it. It is therefore necessary 
not only to explain but above all to practice that “revolution of the majority,” as an 
ideological struggle waged at all levels of society--in parliament and in municipal 
councils, of course, but also at workplaces, in residents’ and parent-teacher associations 
and throughout the social fabric. The issue of mobilizations can only be understood from 
this viewpoint. It is not a matter of the party leadership or other higher bodies calling 
for more or fewer mobilizations. It is a matter of the communists’ giving impetus to the 
entire debate and social protest against the rightwing policy and against capitalist 
interests and of this protest's articulation in a host of different forms of mobilization, 
emanating from the grassroots. 


In short, it is a matter of recovering the Gramscian conception of struggling for hegemony; 
for a hegemony which today must have a pluralist dimension which it obviously could not 
have in the years through which Gramsci lived--pluralist from the political viewpoint of 
unity with the socialists and of a joint advance toward socialism, and pluralist from the 
social viewpoint, assimilating the fact that the political parties do not account for all 
the forms of political and social action of the men and women in our society, and that 
feminism, the ecological movement, the citizens’ movements and the hosts of new forms 

of participation embody fundamental aspects, from new viewpoints, of today's struggle 

for socialism. 


hut all the aforementioned requires a party which is alive, thinking and participating at 
all levels in the formulation and implementation of a revolutionary line and strategy, a 
party whose support and enthusiasm for that line and that strategy will be the outcome 

of its collective thinking and practice. This presupposes transformations from the party's 
very basis--from the associations. They are associations whose life is now languishing 
and in which it has not been established that their fundamental task is a task oriented 
toward society, through the work which each and every one of their members carries out 

in it. It is only this practice which lays the foundations for formulating the party's 
policy and, as such, must be debated and analyzed. The present-day associations scarcely 
make it possible--I maintain--to establish a Eurocommunist party. It is said that the 
professionals and intellectuals have left these associations. But it also seems that the 
workers have left, except in the instances in which the factory association exists and 
lives. But many of the latter have not simply gone home, as is the case among many 
professionals, but to the Workers Commissions, in which the problems which are not 

debated in the PCE itself are examined and debated, with the resulting distortion of the 
Workers Commissions and of the party itself which have recently become clear, sometimes 
causing interference, without considering the source of the problems and helping to muddle 
and confuse all plans. 


The “going home" of many professionals and of a large part of the PCE's Eurocommunist 
cadres has frequently been resolved with excessive ease by attacking the “intellectuals,” 
“speechifiers," and so forth in a pejorative manner. As if the party's working class 
nature were incompatible with the presence of the best professionals in its ranks; as if 
this fact which once so strongly characterized the PCE no longer began to reflect the 
working class’ hegemony over society as a whole; as if the analyses which led to the 
formulation of the “alliance of the forces of labor and culture” had now been abandoned. 
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Being described as an “intellectual” or “professional” has recently often become 
synonymous in the party with rightism, opportunism or backing down. 


This was never the case for those of us--workers, students or professionals--who 
created the party which operated inside the country between 1968 and 1977; a party 
which, despite the clandestinity and the closed system of the cells, was a living and 
acting party, full of debates and of very tough confrontations with reality, in which 
each member felt an active participant in the formulation and implementation of a 
policy with wiich he identified; a party which, however, has today lost its central 
nervous and vital systen. 


Struggle For Socialism 


For this reason, it is necessary to thoroughly reorganize the functioning of the 
associations and, with it, that of the committees and leadership bodies. Achieving 
synthesis is more difficult today than in other periods, because the problems are more 
complex and we communists are not always in agreement with them. But synthesis 
requires taking all opinions into account, and not just those which coincide in 
advance with the same old stance, and proceeding with all of them to formulate a polit- 
ical line capable of affecting reality. 


In conclusion: I believe that it is necessary to create the Communist Party necessary 
for the struggle for socialism in the perspective of the year 2000. A deeply democra- 
tic party with a democracy which will make possible thorough debate of all the issues 
affecting us,in the conviction that it is democracy which makes arugmentation possible 
and that Eurocommunism can only be based on it and on the party members’ Marrist 
reasoning. 


Because to seek to base Eurocommunism, instead of on argumentation, on blind acceptance 
of what the leadership says, loyalty to that leadership, the leaders’ charisma and the 
strength of the apparatus, would be the worst service which we could render that cause. 
Because as far as uncritical loyalty, obedience and support are concerned, those who 
want a party dependent on other countries will alwoys have the advantage over us, and, 
as the instance of the PCF Demonstrates, it is in that direction that they will end by 
outstripping us. 


The revolutions of the past, Marx said, oppress the minds of the living like a night- 
mare. Let it not be so for us. Let us free ourselves from what they have today of 
nightmare to recover what they had at their time and still have today of real dream and 
feasible utopia. 


CARRILLO DENIES CLAIMS OF INTELLECTUALS’ ALIENATION 





LD252202 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1900 GMT 25 Jan 81 


[Text] Santiago Carrillo today delivered the closing speech at the first assembly of 
professionals, artists and intellectuals organized by the Spanish Communist Party. In 
his speech, the secretary general said, among other things, that during the political 
transition the party had not displayed an agile approach and had therefore lost some 
precious time. Carrillo added that it is not true that the intellectuals have remained 
on the fringe of the party's activities, and said that this division between 
intellectual and manual work must be eliminated. 


As well as its discussions on cultural and intellecutal matters, this first assembly 
was witness to harsh criticism aimed at Spanish Communist Party leaders. These 
criticisms did not go so far as to absndon Eurocommunist terminology but stressed 
demands for greater internal democracy and for greater attention to be given to the 
concerns of professional people within the party since these represent a sector of 
mmbership which has declined markedly in the last 3 years. 
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GOVERNMENT LINEUP CHANCED IN CABINET RESHUFFLE 





LD261715 Copenhagen AKTUELT in Danish 21 Jan 81 p 13 
[Bharne Kjaer report: “Government Looks Like This] 


[Text] After the cabinet reshuffle the complete government is as follows: 


Prime minister Anker Joergensen 

Labor minister Svend Auken 

Housing minister Erling Olsen 

Energy minister Poul Nielson 

Finance minister Svend Jakobsen 

Fisheries minister Karl Hjortnaes 

Defense minister Poul Soegaar? 

Interior minister Henning Rasmussen 

Industry minister Erling Jensen 

Justice minister Ole Espersen 

Ecclesiastical affairs and 

Greenland atfairs minister Tove Kindbo Larsen, Mrs 

Agriculture minister Bjoern Westh 

Environmental affairs minister Erik Holst 

Cultural affairs minister Lise Oestergaard, Mrs 

Transport minister Jens Risgaard Khudsen 

Taxation minister Mogens Lykketoft 

Social affairs minister Ritt Bjerregaard, Mrs 

Foreign minister Kjeld Olesen 

Education minister Dorte Bennedsen, Mrs 

Economic affairs minister Ivar Noergaard. 
FINLAND 


USSR CULTURE MINISTER DEMICHEV ARRIVES FOR VISIT 





LD261400 Helsi~*i Domestic Service in Finnish 1030 GMT 26 Jan 81 


[Text] USSR Minister of Culture Petr Demichev arrived on a 5-day visit to Finland 
today. The visit takes place at tlw invitation of Second Minister of Education 
Kalevi Kivistoe. During his visit Minister Demichev will acquaint himself with 
Helsinki and its environs as well as Rovaniemi. He will meet Prime Minister Mauno 
Koivisto, Foreign Minister Paavo Vayrynen and President Urho Ke«konen. 


CABINE] ENEWS DECISION ON SELLING FOOD TO USSR 





LD270947 Helsinki HUFVUDSTADSBLADET in Swedish 17 Jan 81 p 10 


[Text] On Thurdsday [15 January] the cabinet renewed its decision in principle on 
the export of agriculture products, which takes place within the framework of border 
trade between Finland and the Soviet Union. According to the decision Finland can 
export butter, cheese and processed meat products. 


The National Board for Foreign Trade Licenses will check that the value of exports 
corresponds to the value of imports through border trade. The Trade and Industry 
Ministry together with the ioreign Trade Lic nse Board will in turn check that the 
export of meat products is evenly distribute! among the various suppliers. 
Thursday's decision concerns this year's exports and is the same as last year's 
decision. The cabinet also empowered the Agriculture Marketing Board to reach 
decisions on the export of beef to a maximur of 1,000 tons for the current year. 


Pl 
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NORWAY 





MINISTER HAS FIRST ‘BRIEFING’ ON EEC POLICIES 





LD /0913 Oslo A¥TENPOSTEN in Norwegian 19 Jan 81 p 8 


[Text] Foreign Minister Knut Frydenlund returned to Oslo late on Sunday [18 Jaauary) 
evening from his informal discussions with EEC Council of Ministers chairman, ‘“etherlands 
Foreign Minister Christoph van der Klaauww, in The Hague on Saturday and Sunday. The 
meeting marked the beginning of the expanded foreign policy contacts between Norway and 
the EEC which came about after Prime Minister Odvar Nordli’s visit to Brussels in September, 
and which mean that Norway will be given first-hand briefings on currents in the EEC 
nations’ increasingly integrated foreign policy. After the talks Frydenlund said tha* 
trade cooperation between Norway and the EEC nations is now going well. As well as vis- 
cussing economic policy and energy questions at the meeting, the two foreign ministers 
also exchanged views on the international situation, but Frydenlund did not go into detail 
about what had been said. 


LABOR PARTY'S FOREIGN, SECURITY POLICY DISCUSSED 





LD271657 Oslo ARBEIDERBLADET in Norwegian 23 Jan 81 p 6 
[Paal Nordenborg report: "WATO and Detente”] 


[Excerpt] The general agreement surrounding the foreign policy sections in the Labor 
Party's new draft manifesto set its stamp on the l-day foreign policy conference which the 
party arranged in the Samfunnssal yesterday. 


The disagreemen* which was evident concerned how much importar.-e should be attached to 
European arrangenents in the context of the efforts to set up a Nordic nuclear-free zone. 


Foreign Minister Knut Frydenlund said the past objections to the Kekkonen Plan were still 
valid. But on the other hand he said that the call to include the Kola Peninsula's 
strategic arms in a nuclear-free zone would lead to deadlock. 


It looks as if the main outlines of the Labor Party's security policy would be those 
sketched by Knut Frydenlund in his address yesterday--the party attaches greater importance 
than in the past to detente, arms control and disarmament, while the connection with the 
Western alliance remains unshaken. 


Two main objectives are weighed up against each other--security and detente. This means 
good defenses in Norway on the one hand-- as the draft manifesto states, “Our security 
policy must also include strong convertional defenses"--and membership of NATO. 


Detente will be preserved by not acting in a provocative manner toward neighboring coun- 
tries or increasing tension in this part of the world. As Frydenlund said: “Our base 

and nuclear policies are not industrial accidents [arbeidsulykker] which we will gradually 
attempt to put right. They are an essential part of our defense policy.” 


He pointed out that the manifesto also includes a new formulation on a ban on chemical 
weapons--on their production, storage and use-- and that this ban is a joint objective 
for both the pasty and the trade union movement. 
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PARTY LEADER SEES REAGAN FAVORING TURKEY 





NC280926 Nicosia O FILELEVTHEROS in Greek 28 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] [Leader of the Center Union Party] Tasos Papadhopoulos foresees that, with Reagan 
in the ‘residency, the prospects for Cyprus will be even worse. 


Answering a relevant question, Papadhopoulos said that, if we consider Reagan's strong 
policy on East-West relatiuns and that Turkey happens to be a good ally within NATO, 
then the possibilities for a Cyrpus solution that would not satisfy Turkey's interests 
become less. 


GOVERNMENT DENIES U.S. SEEKS RADIOS IN NORTH 





NC280744 Nicosia O FILELEVTHEROS in Greek 28 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] No question was raised about the reopening of the U.S. radio stations in the 
occupied areas during the contacts held between the Foreign Ministry and the American 
Embassy in Nicosia over the arrival of two U.S. officials in the occupied areas through 


the illegal Tymbou airport. 


The government has been given assurances that the visit of the two Americans did not 
concern any possible intention for actions that would aim at providing maintenance for 
the equipment of the U.S. radio stations. 


With regard to yesterday's press reports that the Americans have dispatched to Cyprus 
spare parts and equipment for the radio stations, an authoritative source has said that 
the government does not have such information. 


PARTY LEADER OPPOSES VAROSHA, AIRPORT ISSUES LINK 





NC280824 Nicosia CYPRUS MAIL ‘n English 28 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] The leader of the Union of the Centre, Mr Tasos Papadhopoulos, yesterday reitera'ed 
his view that it would be a mistake to link Varosha with the Nicosia airport issue. 

"It would lead to the burial of the Varosha issue and would make the intercommunal talks 
meaningless at worst or would predetermine a confederal and partitionist solution at 
best”, he said. 


Mr Papadhopoulos, who met the press yesterday, said the proposal of the operation of the 
Nicosia airport under UN control would introduce the “trichotomy" of Cyprus. He ex- 
plained that the two sides had committed themselves to present concrete proposals on 
territory and constitution and the linking of Varosha with Nicosia airport provides 
excuses and an alibi for the Turks. 


Besides, he said, the operation of the airport is linked with vital functions of the 
state like customs, passports and so forth, and decisions in this respect would create a 
precedent that would allow the Turks to demand similar concessions in other organisations 
like the Cyprus Telecommunications Authority, Ports Authority, electricity etc. Mr 
Papadhopoulos urged the prompt “delinkage” of the Varosha issue from that of the Nicosia 


airport. 


in answer to questions, Mr Papadhopoulos said there were other exchanges which the Greek 
Cypriot side might think of in return for the freeing of Varosha. Mr Pepadhopoulos 
blamed the government for keeping the party leaders and the people in the dark about 

its intentions. 


He also said that there have been no consultations about the widening of the National 
Council, the advisory body on which the party leaders are represented. 
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GOVERNMENT REPORTS OPENING OF U.S. BASES TALKS 





Joint Communique 
NC271506 Athens Armed Forces Radio in Creek 1200 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] The U.S.-Greek talks on the defense agreement--within which the settlement of the 
question of U.S. bases in Greece has also been included--began at the Foreign Ministry 

at 1030 this morning. Secretary general of the Foreign Ministry Ambassador Roussos and 
other officials are taking part in the talks on the Greek side, and senior military 
personnel from the Pentagon, headed by the U.S. ambassador in Athens, Mr McCloskey, on the 
U.S. side. 





A joint U.S.-Greek communique issued today states: 


Negotiations for the conclusion of an agreement for defense and economic cooperation 
between the Government of the Republic of Greece and the Government of the United States 
began officially today. The opening meeting, which was characterized by a warm and cordial 
atmosphere, included a general exchange of views and the establishment of procedures and 
schedule for the negotiating meetings. Both sides noted that it is a matter of talks 
between countries that have been friends and allies for a long time, and express. J their 
conviction that the negotiations, though complicated, could be accomplished within a 
reasonable period on the basis of mutual interest. The Greek side was headed by Ambassador 
russos and the United States side by Ambassador McCloskey. 


At 1330, Deputy Foreign Minister Rendis gave a luncheon in honor of the members of the two 
delegations. 


TA NEA Assessment 
NC27184,5 Athens TA NEA in Greek 27 Jan 81 p 1 


[Text] The U.S.-Greek talks on the bases began at the Foreign Ministry at 1100 this morning 
and it is envisaged that an agreement will be reached by the middle of the veek. 
Specifically, informed sources, asked by TA NEA last night, made the assessment that the 
U.S. side will not put forward any new grievances, that discussions will proceed relatively 
uninterrupted and that an agreement will be achieved within “a matter of days.” 


According to information from good sources, the discussions began in an optimistic climate. 
The Greek side believes that the Americans will not express any objections to the sub- 
stantive control of the bases by Greek commanders. On this point, in the final agreement 
in particular, an authoritative source categorically declared yesterday that the Greek 
side is and will remain firm. 


On this point in the discussion on the bases that is so crucial to the Greek side, reports 
from various sources were saying vesterday that it must be clearly stated in the texts of 


the agreements thet: 


The Greek commander will have unlimited right of control and that there will be no re- 
strictions on him in the operation of the base. 


The Greek counterproposals ard the geographic eppendices, which are already known to the 
U.S. side, will be cxamined thoroughly at the talks that have begun. The vorking out of 
the various comment parts of the agreement will be done by separate working groups which 
will be set up today by Greek and U.S. diplomats and military experts. It is est imated-- 
wiless something unexpected happens--that the working groups will complete the draft of 
each component part in about 5 days. 
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At the beginning of next week, the two delegations will be in a positon to proceed to 
high-level overall discussions and reach the formulation of the agreement's text and the 
letters vith which the United States will be obligated: 


To preserve the balance of power in the area and to dynamically safeguard it against any 
attempt to upset it. 


This and the boundaries of operational control of the Larissa headquarters now being 
established--which is linked with the bases--also appear to be crucial points to be dis- 
cussed by the Greek side. Despite the apparent problems, no concern is being expressed. 


According to diplomatic observers’ assessments, this optimism is bared on the assumption 
that “the political will of both sides to achieve an agreement is a fact.” 


As TA NEA has reported, the Greek Ambassador to Washington Tzownis is coming to Athens 
this week to participat: in the discussions on the bases that have already begun. As is 
known, the discussions concern the bases of Souwdha, Irakleion, Ellinikon and Neas Makris. 
There are also four NATO communication stations operating on Greek territory, specifically 
in northern Greece. 


TO VIMA Comments 
NC271615 Athens TO VIMA in Greek 27 Jan 81 p 1 
[Comment: “The Protocols”] 


[Text] The demand of the Greek side in the talks with the Americans on the bases to be 
informed, prior to any final settlement, about the contents of the “technical arrangements” 
that accompany the U.S.-Turkish defense agreement is self-evident. 


The main concern of the Greek side must naturally be the preservation of the military 
balance in the Aegean. An assessment, however, of whether the balance is maintained or 
possibily disturbed at the expense of our country, obviously presupposes full knowledge of 
the U.S.-Turkish protocols. 


We do not dowbt that the Greek diplomats and soldiers talking to the Americans have made 

it clear to the other side that the demand for “prior know ledge" is irreversible. Much more 
so since the unwillingness of the Americans to respond so far to the Greek demand justifies 
additional concern. 


The question is neither procedural nor incidental; it is the whole essence. If the 
American interlocutors don't realize this they are the only ones. 


ELEVTHEROTIPIA Report 
NC271809 Athens ELEVTHEROTIPIA in Greek 27 Jan 81 pp 1, 13 


[Reportage by Sp. Karatzaferis) 


[Text] U.S.-Greek talks about the bases begin today at the level of experts and the 
reports that we have from reliable diplomatic and military sowrces state that: We are 
asking for crumbs while the Americans are refusing to give ws even these, blackmailing 
ws with military aid in order to retain the absolute control they now exercise over the 
American bases in this country. 


At the same time they are pressuring us, throwgh NATO, to agree to the Turkish claims on 
the Aegean airspace that would be tantamount to partition “for the good of the alliance.” 
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The American demands on the bases and our other national issues have displeased our mili- 
tary leadership, which insists on its original stand regarding firm Greek positions without 
overlooking the fact that the threat by the Americans to upset the 7 to 10 balance with 
Turkey would create problems for the defense of the country. 


Now everyone recognizes that our haste to be reintegrated into NATO without conditions, 
and with our problems with Turkey unsolved, had been “the gravest mistake,” just like the 
Mitsotakis line which had linked the question of the American bases to our reintegration. 


Om the question of the bases, reports from diplomatic and military sources mention more 
specifically that: 


1. At today’s talks, the Creek military experts will ask that we should at least be able 
to check who leaves the American bases and what weapons are transported through then, 
abandoning, of course, our demands formulated in the counterplan (effective Creek command, 
and so forth). 


This very ieast that the Greek military will ask for today has been refused by the Americans 
through diplomatic channels (McCloskey: "I don't think something like this will be 
accepted”) and the only things they agree to are: 


A. To have it written outside the bases that they are “Greek,” 

B. A Greek flag at the entrance, 

C. A Greek commander as a figurehead but for effective commend to be exercised by an 
American. 


On the question of NATO and the Creek-Turkish differences, the reports mention that: At 
the two meetings of Greek and NATO experts (one a short time ago in Naples and one last 
week in Athens) there was not 4a single point of contact because: 


1. We are insisting om the status that has prevailed so far as regards the Aegean air- 
space. That is; the Greek commander of the Larisa headquarters, which is to be set up, 
should have operational control under his command. 

2. The Turks, insisting on their unreasonable claims, are asking that they showld be the 
ones to have control from the Limnos altitude; that is, from the line established by 
NOTAM 714. 

3. Im the discussions they have had with the Greeks, the NATO officers supported the 
Turkish position with the rational: “What do you mean Greeks and Turks’? We are all in 
WATO....” 

4. WNATO is insisting that we should set up the Larisa headquarters immediately, but we 
are delaying this because it is a trap. If we put the Larisa headquarters into operation 
without the CGreek-Turkish differences being settled we would be accepting “de facto” the 
Turkish demands. 


Thus, although the headquarters is ready on paper (it will be housed in the headquarters 

of the 28th Tactical Airforce Wing--ATAD) and its commander will be whoever is in charge 

of the ATAD, we are refusing to make it operational wnder various pretexts (officer evalua- 
tions in March, and so forth) and so retain operational control over the Aegean under 
national control. 


Because our military are adamant in their position regarding isswes related to Creek- 
Turkish differences and it does not appear that, despite “xe Greek foreign minister's 
optimistic view, the agreement will have been signed *, March, the agreement on the bases 
will go ahead without turmoil. The commander ir .nief of NATO, the American General Rogers, 
a@ personal friend of the new U.S. secretary of state, Mr Haig, and his successor to the 
post of NATO commender in chief, will be coming on the 9th of next month to Athens, 
ostensibly on a courtesy visit. In the assessment of Greek experts, General Rogers is 
coming to exert more pressure on the Greek government to agree to the unacceptable 

American and NATO proposals, regarding Soth the bases and Greek-Turkieh issues. 
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PRESS REACTIONS TO NEW U.S. ADMINISTRATION 





NC261145 [Editorial report] The Istanbul Turkish press has carried the following comments 
on President Reagan's new administration following his inauguration. On 20 January, 
MILLIYET on Page 1 carried an unattributed editorial: "Reagan on Duty." The writer 
Says among other things: “His personality and attitude during the election campaign 
show that Reagan appears to be a politician who both believes in the greatness of the 
United States and plans to pursue a diplomacy based on military strength. If this should 
also form the basis for his policy, we can conclude that detente, of which we have talked 
so much in the past 10 years, is doomed. 


“However, periods of tension between blocs create more problems for the rival superpowers’ 
allies than for them. At such periods, the alliance leaders demand discipline from their 
allies and efforts are made to hold alliance interests above national interests. 
Strategies are drawn up by the alliance and the national forces have only to establish 
tactical targets. But even if Reagan is in favor of toughness, his intentions will be 
balanced by strength calculations and world conditions." 


On 20 January, HURRIYET on page 3 carried an editorial by Oktay Eksi who, after dwelling 
on former President Carter's failures and successes as President of the United States, 
makes the following comment on Ronald Reagan's assumption of office as President: "A 
totally different type of president is now in office at the White House. The new 
President does not care about ‘moral values’ as much as Carter did. Moreover, the new 
President does not go for peace at any cost, as Carter did. The new President is a 
pragmatic man. He is trying hard to prove to the entire world that the United States is 
a strong nation. He must, therefore, be expected to base his foreign policy more on 
‘strength’ than on ‘principles.' 


“However, although this approach may be considered ‘realistic’ because it is based on the 
concept of ‘strength’ which is still extensively valid in international relations, yet 
it is equally dangerous.” 


The writer then concludes: "When we look at the event from Turkey's angle, it is possible 
to point out a few positive aspects. There is every reason to think that President 
Reagan will pursue a policy which favors ‘strengthening Turkey militarily.’ It must, 
however, be brought home to President Reagan that it will not be fair to give Turkey 

new assignments.” 


On 20 January, TERCUMAN on pages 1 and 12 carried a commentary by Nazli Lllicak who, 
after saying that “the helplessness of the Carter administration has led to the rebirth 
of a conservative mood in American society," says: "Reagan contends that detente can 
be possible only if the United States remains powerful. He also argues that the SALT 
agreements serve no other purpose than forcing the United States to make concessions. 
The appointment of the former NATO commander as secretary of state is the natural outcome 
of Reagan's view of the international situation and the way he evaluates East-West 
relations. Haig, who is one of the most prominent U.S. generals is a strong personality 
who expresses his views openly without resorting to evasive language. His appointment 
is an important deterrent which will force the Kremlin to pursue a policy of moderation. 
Haig did not wait for Afghanistan to be occupied to maintain that detente is deceptive. 
He had expressed *‘:is view immediately after Fidel Castro intervened in Angola." 


The commentator then concludes: “A powerful America will assure the survival of the West. 
It is extremely important for the security of the Free World that an important office 
such as the secretary of state should be entrusted to a confident general who does not 
mince his words.” 
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On 20 January, CUMHURIYET on pages 1 and 7 carried an unattributed article: “Toward 

a New Era,” in which the writer says President Reagan is facing an arduous task with 
inflation and record unemplovment at home and a new pwlarization abroad, and adds: 

“The American people, who watched the hostages and the Afghanistan problems in helplessness 
and who were disillusioned by economic crises at home, have proved their warm support 

for the ‘powerful America’ slogan by voting Reagan into office.” 


After saying that time will show whether or not the Reagan administration will be able to 
cope with inflation at a time when defense expenditures will be extensively increased, 

te writer adds: “However, it is apparent from the speeches of competent officials of 
the Reagan administration that one of the obvious characteristics of the newly emerging 
period in foreign policy is a tendency to get ‘tougher’. Apart from the fact that the 
armament race will be accelerated during the Reagan era, the United States may be 
expected to adopt a more interventionist policy toward the Third World countries.” 


On 21 January, TERCUMAN on page 4 carried an article by Fahir Armaogl.. “Reagan's ’ 
Foreign Policy." After saying that we must expect certain serious changes in U.S. 

foreign policy, Armaoglu expresses the opinion that the following points can be deduced 
from the statements made recently by General Haig before the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee: “The new U.S. foreign policy will be consistent, reliable, balanced and 
predictadle. This means that U.S. policy will take a definite form and that it will not 
allow room for ambiguities. It will not be hesitant in the face of developments as the 
Carter administration was; it will have a resolute character. Consistent with the 

above characteristics, a ‘tovehening’ is expected in U.S. foreign policy. This 
‘toughening’ should rather be interpreted as ‘resoluteness.'" 


Armaoglu further contends: "The new U.S. foreign policy envisages a close cooperation 
with its allies. However, the nature and scope of this cooperation will be determine? 
by the extent of the allies’ preparedness to share the principles of this new foreign 
policy. Finally, we can say that this new policy will attach more weight and importance 
to Turkey. Haig is a soldier who has long been aware of the importance of Turkey. The 
two negative votes which were given to General Haig at the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee were cast by Sarbenas and Congas, both senators of Greek origin. This is 
significant. We must also point out that the importance given by the United States to 
the Persian Gulf may lead to developments that would closely concern Turkey. Naturally, 
everything will become clearer in application." 


On 22 January, CUMHURIYET on page 3 carried a commentary by Ali Sirmen who says among 
other things: "Ronald Reagan wishes to revive the ‘great American’ dream and aims at 
bringing splendor and enthusiasm into the limelight again" The writer adds: “But 
Reagan's ‘great America’ policy coincides with a period when world detente is losing 
ground. The hawks of the Pentagon and the real politician, Kissinger, are marching 

hand in hand. There are indications that make the arms dealers dance with joy. The CIA 
on the other hand has announced that it will reembark on its ‘mission impossible’ 

type operations in foreign countries. All this clearly shows that the passion for 
splendor will continue to cause yet more tensions in the world. 





The writer concludes: “The new Reagin era will be one of passion for splendor, show 
and grandeur. But how will this policy be received by the world and how will it resolve 
problems at home? At this moment, Reagan is at the peak of his passion. This reminds 


a 


us of the saying: ‘All passions have a sweet beginning’. 
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FOREIGN MINISTER TO VISIT HUNGARY ON 5 FEBRUARY 





TA271103 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1000 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] Foreign ‘inister Ilter Turkmen will make an official visit to Hungary from 5 
through 7 Februc.y. Various international issues as well as the development of relations 
between the two countries will be discussed during the visit, which will be realized upon 
the invitation of the Hungarian foreign minister. A 3-year cultural exchange protocol 
is expected to be signed at the end of the visit. According to a statement issued by 
the Foreign Ministry Information Directorate General, Turkmen will be received by the 
Hungarian president. 


DELEGATE PROMISES EARLY RETURN TO DEMOCRACY 





TA271737 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1600 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Text] The Council of Europe Political Commission is continuing to work on the report 
about Turkey prepared by Austrian parliamentarian Ludwig Steiner. 


According to a report by Turkish Radio and Television Strasbourg correspondent Nadir 
Saygili, the Turkish member of the Political Commission, Metin Toker, addressed the 
Commission this morning. In his speech, Toker said that both the Turkish pecple and 
the military administration are determined to make a transition to a normal democratic 
order in a short time. Referring to the initial report adopted by the Council of Europe 
in September, Toker noted that a great development and amelioration has been observed 
in Turkey's situation since that report. Toker pointed out that Head of State Gen 
Kenan Evren's announcement concerning the constituent assembly constitutes a proof of 
this. He stated that there is total consensus among the Turkish people regarding the 
necessity of military intervention and the relief created by the intervention. Addressing 
the Political Commission members, Toker said the Turkish people have no doubts about a 
return to a democratic order. 


VOTCP REJECTS CALL FOR LEADERS TO RETURN, SURRENDER 





TA280910 (Clandestine) Voice of Turkish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and Turkey 
0600 GMT 28 Jan 81 


[Untitled station commentary] 


[Text] In a communique issued on 26 January, the General Staff Martial Law Military 
Services Coordination Office has asked Turkish Labor Party [TLP] leader Behice Boran 
and Turkish Teachers’ Unity and Solidarity Association [TOB-DER] leader Gultekin 
Gazioglu who are residing abroad, to return to Turkey and to surrender to Turkish 
security forces. It adds that they will be deprived of their Turkish citizenship 
unless they do so. 


Dear listeners, since the 12 September coup, the junta which seized power has thrown tens 
of thousands of progressive, patriotic, revolutionary and democratic persons into 
dungeons under heavy pressures. Thousands of people are being subjected to torture 

in the dungeons, prisons and police stations. Who would surrender to torturers under 
the circumstances? Yet the junta is calling on TLP leader Boran and TOB-DER leader 
Gazioglu to surrender, and it is threatening them with depriving them of their Turkish 
citizenship in the event they do not comply with this request. 


The junta and its government have no right to issue such a call at a time when no 
security of life exists in dungeons and prisons and when so many patriots--including 
the Confederation of Revolutionary Worker Unions leader Abdullah Basturk--are imprisoned 
and tortured. What about a call to Mehmet Ali Agca [killer of MILLIYET daily editor 
Ipekci] to return to the country and surrender? 
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What about calls to other hundreds of fascist murderers? The fact that the fascist 
Aydin governor who issued the necessary passport to Agca is still kept in his post and 
that fascist NAP officials are released while the call is issued to Boran and Gazioglu 
to surrender prove again the antidemocratic stand of the junta. 


The unity of action of all democratic forces in a bid to recover the democratic rights 
and liberties from the junta has become imperative. This is the only force that can 
restore democracy and resist the junta. 


VOTCP DISCUSSES THIRD ISLAMIC SUMMIT AGENDA 





TA271100 (Clandestine) Voice of Tuckish Communist Party in Turkish to Europe and 
Turkey 0600 GMT 27 Jan 81 


[Station commentary: "The Islamic Conference"] 


[Text] The third summit of the Islamic Conference is being held in At-Ta'if. There are 
37 countries--including Turkey--participating in this conference. The conference convened 
at a time when the situation is tense: U.S. imperialism supported by Israeli Zionism is 
continuously threatening peace in the Middle East, inciting differences existing among 
Arab countries, and increasing its military presence in this area in a bid to seize its 
rich oil resources. 


U.S. imperialism is hatching new plans in the Middle East in order to establish new 
miltiary bases and create new military pacts. Recent visits by the Pakistani dictator, 
Ziaul Haq, to Turkey, Jordan, Qatar, Bahrain and Oman were closely connected with these 
plans of the Pentagon generals. Instead of discussing bilateral problems, the Pakistani 
dictator examined the possibilities for the creation of a new military pact planned by 
the United States. 


As PRAVDA pointed out in its 29 January issue, the United States is willing to include 
Saudi Arabia, Pakistan and Egypt in the new military pact it wants to create in the 
region, and to drag Turkey into it as well. Washington has intensified its pressure on 
Turkey to this end. 


The agenda of the Islamic Conference, which is meeting in this climate, is very loaded. 
The agenda, which is composed o* 21 articles, includes such important subjects as 
putting an end to the war between Iran and Iraq, seeking a solution to the Palestinian 
problem and reviewing the economic situation in Islamic countries. A constructive 
approach to such problems which are closely connected with regional peace and security 
will be greeted with approval not only by the people of the Islamic countries but by 
all the progressive and peace-loving peoples of the world at large. 


However, along with these issues a so-called Afghanistan issue has been included in the 
agenda of the meeting in accordance with the request of certain reactionary Arab 

countries under imperialist pressures. In « statement sent to Islamic countries 
participating in the summit, the Afghan Government has asked for the subject of 
Afghanistan to be dropped from the agenda. This request is an appropriate one, because 
the Afghanistan issue is only being created by imperialism. In a bid to impede the 

Afghan revolution--which reached a new stage--the imperialists and the Chinese hegemonists 
are arming the counterrevolutionary groups based in Pakistan to provoke the Afghan people 
and to engage in armed clashes against them. All this is an effort to bring that 

country back into the imperialist camp. 


Dear listeners: The aim of including Afghanistan in the agenda of the Islamic summit is 
obvious. The United States is trying through reactionary Arab countries to fan anti- 
Sovietism and to cover its adventurist and expansionist plans in the Middle East. 
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It is not the first time that world public opinion has witnessed such imperialist tactics. 
In effect, these same circles provocatively created a Polish issue during the NATO meetings 
held last year in a bid to cover up their plans for the heavy rearmamen: of their NATO 
allies, as well as for the redeployment of nuclear missiles in Western Europe. Resoluticas 
were reached which would mean grossly interfering in the internal affairs of that country-- 
a socialist state and a member of the Warsaw Pact. 


Now, dear listeners, the same tactic is being used in the Islamic summit. As already 
pointed out, the aim is to create an artificial Afghanistan issue and to divert world 
public attention from developments in the Middle East, from the real issues which are 
awaiting a solution and from the adventurist U.S. initiatives. 


In a statement, Prime Minister Bulent Ulusu, who is participating in the Islamic Conference, 
said Afghanistan was among the subjects to be discussed. Does this statement mean sharing 
in the policies of tension created by imperialism in this region? Such a stand would not 
be compatible with the principles of independence and friendship with neighboring countries. 
On the contrary, such a stand would transform Turkey into a tool of the adventurist 
policies being pursued by imperialism in the Middle East and would serve at intensifying 
tension in the region. 


COLUMNIST CRITICIZES OZAL*S ECONOMIC MEASURES 





NC280843 Istanbul CUMHURIYET in Turkish 25 Jan 81 p 3 
["The World Today" column by Ali Sirmen: "24-25 January and the IMF] 


[Excerpts] The first year of the implementation of the 24-25 January economic and financial 
measures which bear Turgut Ozal‘s mark is over. Before we attempt to examine the results 
of these implementations as well as foreign reactions, which concern us so deeply, we 

deem it useful to emphasize a point: It would be utterly wrong to identify the administra- 
tion which has been in power in Turkey since 12 September with the 24-25 January decisions. 
Tne 12 January administration which has been in power only a short part of a year of 
implementation, is one thing and the 24 January decisions another. 


We find it impossible to say that Ozal's measures have been successful in the past year. 
These decisions have brought no solution to the structural disarray which exists in the 
foundation of Turkey's economy. 


There are, of course, people at home, like Turgut Ozal, who do not share this view. But 
events have shown that foreign circles from which Turkey expects to secure credits also 
entertain views very close to ours. So much so that, faced with the negative attitude 
of these circles, Honorable Ozal has had to limit his requests for credits from foreign 
banks. 


The call which the IMF has made to foreign banks are two-sided: One side concerns the 
deferment of Turkey's debts and the other concerns the granting to Turkey of adequate 
fresh credits. 


It is natural for the IMF to urge foreign banks to grant Turkey adequate fresh credits, 
because the 24-25 January measures are nothing other than the overfulfillment of the 
conditions envisaged in the IMF's suggestions. Foreign sources say that the amount of 
aid to be extended to Turkey within the OECD framework and by the foreign bank circles 
will be less this year than that of last year. 


At this juncture, the matter ceases to concern only Turkey or Ozal; it directly concerns 
the IMF itself, because if hitches crop up in practice, the matter will affect not only 
Ozal's prestige, but it will damage the credibility of IMF as well. 
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That is why the IMF is making intensive efforts to secure the deferment of Turkey's debts 
and to obtain adequate fresh credits for it. If the IMF fails to persuade the circles con- 
cerned to extend Turkey's credit, Ozal will have unwillingly dealt a heavy blow to this 
establishment with his 24-25 January economic and financial measures. 


OZAL REPORTS ON 1981 ECONOMIC PROSPECTS 





NC280842 Istanbul MILLIYET in Turkish 26 Jan 81 p 6 


[Excerpts] Ankara (Special)--Expressing his views to MILLIYET on the occasion of the first 
anniversary of the 24 January economic and financial measures, State Minister and Deputy 
Prime Minister Turgut Ozal has stated that Turkey's economic indexes at the beginning of 
1981 show better prospects than those at the beginning of the previous year. 


Maintaining that Turkey had entered last year with unfavorable economic indexes, with 
shortages in several areas, and with black market prices, to say nothing of the doubling 
of petrol prices which had to be met, Ozal added that the Turkish economy had overcome the 
shock to a great extent and that the prospects during the current year will be much better 
than those of last year. 


In a statement to MILLIYET, Ozal admitted that investments had greatly decreased over the 
past 3 years, but he maintained thet this situation could not be blamed on the 24-25 
January decisions. 


Ozal said: “However, when the 1980 vrogram was prepared, the 24 January measures were not 
known, nor was such a program being contemplated. The investment figures for 1980 are not 
yet known, but my feeling in this connection is that the tendency in 1978 and 1979 to 
invest less has changed for the better. This situation will manifest itself in 1981." 


Responding to our question regarding the continually increasing unemployment, Ozal said: 
"You are saying that the 24 January decisions have increased unemployment. What do you 
think would have been the proportion of unemployment had not these decisions been taken? 

It would have been worse, as the present factories would not have been functioning. There 
were several idle installations because of lack of raw materials. The 24 January measures 
have brought structural changes to certain branches of industry. The automotive industry 
provides the best example for this. Buying a car is now a luxury. The prospective car buyer 
finds it more profitable to invest his money in the bank. 


Some unemployment in some sectors is bound to result from our measures. But the opposite 
will occur in other sectors, and the increasing unemployment will be absorbed by these 
sectors. 


Question: How do you view the economic situation in 1981? 


Answer: When we embarked on this business, we said that 1980 and 1981 would be critical 
years, and we made our calculations accordingly. Last year was a year of ‘salvaging 

goods from the fire.‘ We said ‘any diminuation of loss may be counted as a profit,’ and 
this helped us to obtain fine results. This year is also critical. The results obtained 
last year must continue. We knew that all the problems of our country could not be resolved 


in 1 year. If we fare well in 1981, we shall be more comfortable in 1982. 


Question: Is it not at all likely that 1981 might be worse than 19807? 


Answer: If we do not make serious mistakes in the implementation of the decisions, that is, 
if we pursue seriously the implementaion of our stability program, 1981 should be better. 
However, we have to take into account such probable circumstances as new big increases in 
the price of oil and, God forbid, adverse weather conditions which might affect 

agricultural production. 
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